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"What God hath joined together, let not Man put aſunder, Matth. xix. 6. 


Beaven and -Earth tail pals Away, but mp, Mozds Wall not paſs away, 
tt. lv 38 
Know ye wt, Brethren, for. 7 ſpeak” to them, that, know the Lew, how:that the Law hath 


Dominion over a Man, as long as he liveth ? for the Woman, which hath an Huſband, 
i bound by the Law to ber Huſband, ſo long as he liveth; but if the Hufpand be 
dead, ſhe. is looſed from the Lato f her Huſband; ſo then, if while her Huſband 
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| lveth, -ſhe' be married 1% another: Man, ſhe ſhall be called an Aduſtereſa; but if her : 


Huſband be dead, ſbe is free from that Law; ſo that ſhe 15 10 Adultere . though e. 
be married to another Man. befsfon vn "Brethren, ye alſo are become dead to the 
Law, by the Body of Chriſt, tha 
7s rae from the Dead, that wi jhould bring forth Fruit unto God, Rom. vii. 1. 

The Wife is bound by the Law, as long as her Huſband liveth; but if her Huſband be 


dead, /be is at liberty to be married to ow 255 will ; only in the Lord, 1 Cor. vii. 30. 
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Advextiſement to the READER. 


Have confidered this Subje only in the Light, that 
T think the Law of God hath placed it ; but they 
who want to ſee it rightly fated, according to ar boaſicd 
Law of Nature, may ſee it ſo Plated, with great Fudg- 
ment and Learning, in two /mall Tracis lately publiſhed ; 
the one entitled — An Enquiry. into the Force and Opera- 
tion of the annulling Clauſes, in à late Act for the better 
preventing Clandeſtine Marriages, with e pect to Con- 
ſcience. Me other, A Diſſertation oz the Power of States 
to deny Civil Protection 20 the Marriages of Minors. By 
the Reverend Dr. STxzzNG. Printed for C. Davis, p- 
pofite Gray s-Inn Gate, Holborn; and M. Cooper, in 
Pater-noſter-row.— Tde Chriſtian Par: of the Society is 
much madebied to that learned Genilemam, for his; Malicious 
and ſeaſonable Performante, whertin' be "bat tenth 
proved, from the. favorite * Aurhoys; Puffendorf, Gro- 
tius, and. others, and from his "own 1 J Reaſoning Upon 
their allowed, Principles,” that* he Law f Natüre, ri ishtly 
_ underſtood, and applied, abs rot in the leaf claſh; or 
interfere, . REY the Law of God, upon this San, but 
Gm TORN" OM: corre onids WY. 
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MATT H. Kix. 9. 


And I fay unto you, whoſoever ſhall par away 
his Wife, except it be for Fornication, and 

ſhall marry another, committeth Adultery ; 
aud whoſo marrieth her, which is put away, 
doth commit Adultery. Jr 


the Creator, Redeemer, and Saviour of the 
World, and who, therefore, had Authority to 
pronounce them. And they are Part-of his Anſwer to- 
that enſnaring Queſtion, which the Phari/zes. put to 
him, tempting him, ſaying, Is it lawful for a Man 
« to put away his Wife, for every Cauſe? But, in the 
firſt Place, what did the Phariſees mean by /awful? 
Did they mean lauful by the Law of Man, or the Law 
of God? Certainly. they meant the Law of God, as evi- 
dently appears, by their appealing afterwards to the 
Writings of Moſes. The Queſtion then, here put to 
aur Saviour, turns upon this ſingle Point, viz, Whether 
CH "SAN. —ũ—e— P | Mar- 


"I *ire © Words are the Words of him, who was 


(4) 
Marriage be of Divine Inſtitution, or Human? If it 
were of human Inſtitution, our Saviour was not concerned 
in this Queſtion of the Phariſees; for then the Munici- 
pal Law * of each incorporated Society was to determine 
in what Caſes, a Man might put away his Wife ; but if 
it were of Divine Inſtitution, then our Saviour was con- 
cerned in the Queſtion ; and the Law of God was to de- 
termine it. And accordingly Chri/t refers them to the 
Law of God, for a Determination of it; and ſays unto 
them, in Anſwer to their Queſtion, Yer. 4. Have ye 
not read” (namely, in the Law of God, Gen. i. 2, 
28.) © that he, which made them,” (the Man and the 
Woman) at the Beginning, “made them Male and Fe- 
« male; and ſaid, viz. by the inſpired Hiſtorian (Gen. 
« ji. 24.) for this Cauſe, ſhall a Man leave Father and 
Mother, and ſhall cleave to his Wife; and they twain 
ſhall be one Fleſh ; wherefore, ſays our Saviour, they 
c are no more twain, but one Fleſh.” But why? 
Why, becauſe God pronounced them one Fleſh, at the 
Beginning; what, therefore, ſays Chriſt, God hath | 
e Joined together, let not Man put aſunder. God then 
Joined them together, and pronounced them one Fleſh. | 
One and the fame Fleſh, therefore, our Saviour ſays, 
ought not to be divided, and that for this very Reaſon, 
becauſe God joined it, and pronounced it one, at the 
Beginning. If God, therefore, joined the firſt Pair him- |} 
ſelf, in Paradiſe, as Chriſt here expreſsly ſays he did, | 


then 


* 


C 


ov 


C 


* 


* Indeed the Jews had no Municipal Law at all, but were governed 
entirely by the Law of Moſes, in Temporals, as well as Spirituals, the for- 
mer being made ſubſervient, by the Holy Spirit, to ſhadow out to them 
the latter, Col. ii. 17. Heb, x. 1. 


2 


then Marriage i is of Divine Inſtitution. And if Marriage 
be of Divine Inſtitution, then nothing, but Divine Au- 
thority, can diſſolve it, in the Sight of God; I hope 
you do not miſtake me; I ſay, in the Sight of God. 
Here then was a ſhort, but full, Anſwer to the Phari- 
ſees Queſtion, © Whether it was lawful for a Man to 
% put away his Wife, for every Cauſe ?*”” Our Saviour, 
you find, does not refer them to any Human Law, but 
to the Tr of Gad, for an Anſwer; thereby making 
their Queſtion, a Matter, not of a count; but of a reh- 
 gious Nature. He, therefore, appeals to the Scriptures, 
tor a Deciſion of the Debate; to the Scriptures then we 
muſt go. And there, he informs the Phariſees, that 
their Queſtion was a ſettled Point, even from the Crea- 
tion. It was never lawful, by the Law of God, for a 
Man to put away his Wife, for every Cauſe ; no nor for 
any Cauſe at all, except for Fornication ; if we will be- 
lieve our eren But the Phariſees, ever inclined more 
to cavil, than to be convinced, like too many others in 
our Days, were for ever ſtarting new Objections : they 
ſay, therefore, unto Chrift, in Reply to his Anſwer, 
© Why did Moſes then command (Deut. xxiv. 1.) to 
give a Writing of Divorcement, and to put her away?“ 
Thinking, no doubt, by this captious Queſtion, to re- 
duce him to the Nenne either of contradicting him- 
ſelf, or the Law of God; but Chrift preſently ſilences 
them, by telling them, that Moſes, becauſe of the 
« Hardneſs of their Hearts, ſuffered, or permitted them, 
82:0 put away their Wives ; but that from the Begin- 
“ ning it was not ſo.“ T his Sufferance then, or Per- 
miſſion of Moſes, was indulged to them, only on ac- 
count 


66 


count of the Hardneſs of their Hearts, and that too, for 


the Time then being only; for © from the Beginning, 
« ſays our Saviour, it was not ſo.” And then to put 
this Matter, for ever after, out of all Manner of Diſpute, 
he ſays immediately, in the Words of the Text, © And 
© I fay unto you, whoſoever ſhall put away his Wife, 
“except it be for Fornication, and ſhall marry another, 
** committeth Adultery; and not only committeth 


Adultery himſelf, it ſeems, but, as he ſays in another 


Place, (Matth. v. 32.) cauſeth her to commit Adul- 


© tery too; and moreover even “e he, that marrieth 


* which 1 is put away, doth commit Adultery like- 
% wiſe ;” becauſe ſhe is not lawfully put away, by the 
Law of 'God, unleſs it be for Fornication, but remaineth 
a married Woitian ſtill : - therefore another Man could 


not marry her, without committing Adultery himſelf, 


and cauſing her to commit Adultery too. And further, 


« if a Woman ſhall put away her Huſband, and be 
© married to another, the committeth Adultery Uke wiſe, 


« Mark x. 12. Chrift here intimates then, that a Man 


might put away his Wife, for Fornication ; but for that, 


and that only. And this was ſaying no more, than 


what Moſes himſelf had ſaid before, even in that very 
Inſtance, which the Phariſees juſt now quoted, as you 
have heard, in Objection to Chris Anfwer ; which 
Inſtance is recorded in the xxivth of Deut. and i Per. 
where Moſes ſays © When a Man hath taken a Wife, 
« and married her, and it comes to paſs, that ſhe find 
« no Favour in his Eyes, becauſe he hath: found ſome 
“ Uncleanneſs in her, then let him write her a Bill of 
ce. Divorcement.” But not till then, pleaſe to obſerve. 


" ia Moſes. 


499 
Moſes then ſaid as much to the Ifraelites, concerning this 


Affair, 1450 Years before Chri/t, as Chriſt hirafelf did 


afterwards to the Phariſees, 1750 Years ago; and yet 


this is a Matter of Diſpute (till among Chriſtians, to this 

Day. Chrift then made no »ew Law, but only eſtabliſn- 
ed the OA. And this he hath done; upon he Founda- 
tion of the Original Inflitution of Marriage; which In- 
ſtitution he firſt proves from the Scriptures of the Old 


Teſtament, to have been Divine; and then ratifies and 


confirms it to have been ſo, by. his own per ſonal 
Declaration, and Concluſion 7 his own 'Proofs, in 
theſe Words, What therefore God hath joined toge- 
ee ther, let not Man put aſunder.” But not only the 
Scriptures, both of Old and New "Teſtament too, make 
Marriage of Divine Inſtitution, but our Church like- 
wiſe, in Conformity to the Seripturcs, hath all along 
allowed it, and conſtantly aſſerted it, to be ſo, quite 


down to this Day, as we may read in the Form of 
ſolemnizing Matrimony, in our Common Prayer Book. 


Marriage is there ſaid to be an holy and an honourable 


Eftate, inſtituted of God, in the Time of Man's Innocency ; 


ſignifying unto us, the Myſtical Union, that is betiviay 


Cbriſi and his Church; inſtituted of God, you ſee, and 
not of Man. Here then you have the Divine Triftitutio! 
itſelf, and the ſpiritual Sig nification and Intent of it, 
Having therefore prov d from the Scriptures of the 
Old and New Teſtament both, and likewiſe from the 
concurrent Teſtimony of our own Church, that the In- 
ſtitution of Marriage was s originally. Divine; I proceed 


now ! to {kad Fo 


J. What 


($) 


J. What it is, that hath conſtituted a Marriage, in the 
Sight of God, ever fince, And that a Marriage, ſo 
conſtituted upon the original Divine Inſtitution, 

cannot be diſſolved, in the Sight of God, according 
to the Scriptures, except in che Caſe, 00 there- 
in, for F ornication. 


II. I ſhall give you the Scripture Reaſon, why it can- 
not be diffolved, in the Sight of God, except in 
this Caſe ; and the ergebe Reaſon too, why this 

Caſe alone is excepted; both which will appear 
from conſidering the ſpiritual Intent of the Inſti- 
tution, in Scripture, which you have heard, was 
to ſignify unto us, the Myſtical Wen — is be- 
tween . and his Church, 


I. Then I am to prove to you what it is that hath con- 
ſtituted a Marriage, in the Sight of God, ever ſince the 
original Inftitution of it, &c. 

It is very remarkable that when Chrift ed the 
Divine Inſtitution of it, in the New Teſtament, by ſaying, 
What God hath joined together, let not Man put aſun- 
« der,” he doth not fay, Thoſe, wb have fained\thew- 
elves together, tet not Man fut gſundar. And indeed 
he had no need to fay this; for we find, % can put 
themſelves aſunder often enough; but he fa 7s, Thoſe, 
% whom God hath joined together. ah "Fe. here then 
makes a Diſtinction between God's jeining then, and 
joining themſelves, or taking one another's Words, as the 
common Phraſe is, and he will make an eternal Diftinc- 

| tion 


(9) 
nian hereafter, (however ſome Men may make none here,) 
unleſs prevented by a timely Repentance; as Chriſt then is 
pleaſed to make a Diſtinftion between the Act of God's: 
joining, and that of joining themſelves, there muſt be a 
Difference. And the Queſtion is, wherein that Differ- 
ence conſiſts, or how it is that God hath joined Man 
and Wife together, ever ſince he firſt inſtituted Marriage? 
In order to anſwer this, we muſt ſee how he joined the 


hrſt Pair, in Paradiſe. We read then, Gen. ii. 22. 
That the Lord God brought the Woman unto the 
e Man, and pronounced them both one Fleſh.” God's: 


bringing the Woman then to the Man, and pronouncing 


them one Fleſh, was joining them. together, in holy 


Wedlock. For, upon God's pronouncing them one 


Fleſh, Christ directly adds, © What therefore God hath 


6 Joined together, let not Man put aſunder. God 


then joined the firſt Pair himſelf immediately in Per- 


ſon.“ It was God's immediate Act then of joining the firſt” 
Pair himſelf, in Perſon, that conſtituted the firſt Mar- 
riage; conſequently, by Parity of Reaſon, That, which 
hath conſtituted it, ever ſince, hath been hib joining all. 
ſucceeding Pairs, mediately + by the Miniſtry of thoſe: 
whom he ſeparated and contained to act in his Name, 
and by his Authority, ever after; and he hath ſeparated. 
and commiſſioned an Order of Men, to act in his Name, 


in 


* Which I think we have ſufficient Warrant from Scripture to ſuppoſe 


he did, under the Appearance, he ſo often, aſſumed afterwards to the Pa- 
triarchs and Prophets, namely, bat of an angelic, yet human, Form: 
All which Appearances were ſo many Previous: NManifeſtations of his fu- 


tare Incarnation, 88 


I Why ſhould it be thought Range at. ſhould: a uſs of a 
ſzcondary Agency in the ſpiritual or moral World, when. tis confeſs d on albl 


adh he does ſo, in the natural ? 


B 


* 


0 

in ſacred Matters, from the Fall to this Day; he hath 
inſtituted and ordained, from that time to this, a con- 
fant ſucceſſive Prieſthood, to officiate in Things per- 
taining to God; namely, the Firſt- born, under the Pa 

triarchal State, the Tribe of Levi, and Family of Aaron, 
under the Mo/aical, Numb. ni. 3. and viii. 14, 1 5. and the 
Apoſtles, with their Biſhops and Prieſts, ordained by them, 
under the Evangelical. Fhe Prieſts, under the Law, were 
divinely commiſſioned to act in the Name and Perſon 
of Chriſt.« So they were Repreſentatives of Chriſit; 
Cbriſt was to act in a double Capacity, as God and 
Man; ſo, what the Prieſts did, as Repreſentatives of 
Chriff, was done, in that double Capacity; none, but 
the Prieſts, could: officiate in things pertaining to God, 
to thew that none but Chri/, whom they repreſented, 
could mediate; between God and Man. What the 
Prieſts did then, in the Name and: Perſon of Chri/,, 
though it was the Act of mere Men, yet as it was done 
by Virtue, and in Purſuance, of their Divine Commiſion, 
in the Name of Chriſt, who was to be both God and 
Man, it had the Sanction and Force of a Divine Act, 
and was loaked upon, as the Act and Deed: of the God- 
man Chriſt himſelf; whom they repreſented; and: ſo it 
As we may read, Numb. iii. 3. 2 Chron. xxvi. 18. and xxx. 2). all 
which compare with Heb. viii. 4, 5 | 


I Ir was therefore Death under the Law of Moſes, for any Stranger, 
that is, one; that was not of the prieſtly Order, to invade the prieſtly 

Office (Numb! xviii. 7.) which was actually and dreadfully executed upon 
ſelf-ſufficient Corab, and his Deiſtical Company, Numb. xvi. 3. & 32. Nay, 
lo very ſacred was the Office of the Prieſthood, that even Kings them - 
ſelves were immediately and ſignally puniſhed by God himſelf, for uſurping 
it, under the Law of Moſes; as we may read, 2 Chron. Xvi. 18, 19, 20. 
in the Caſe of King Uxziab. * a 


(17 ) 


hath been ever ſince, under the Goſpel-Diſpenſation like- 
wiſe. Chrif# commiſſioned his Diſciples to act in his 
Name, (as we may read, Matt. x. 1. and xxviii. 19) 


and they were authorized to commiſſion others, (as we 
may read AFs xiv. 23. Tit. 1. 5.) and fo on, ſucceſ- 
fively down to this Day, by Impoſition of Hands, A&s 
vii. 17, 18. 1 Tm. iv. 14. After Chrift had com- 


miſſioned his Diſciples, he aſſured them, that what they 


did, in his Name, was binding ; © Verily I ſay unto you, 
« fays he, Matt. xvii. 18.) whatſoever ye ſhall bind 


“ on Earth, ſhall be bound in Heaven; and whatſo- 


© ever ye ſhall looſe on Earth, ſhall be looſed in Hea- 


„ en. 


It was the hypoſtatic, or ſubſtantial Union of tlie 


Godhead with the Manhood, that conſtituted and de- 


nominated the Acts of Chrift the Acts of God, (Luke 
vil. 39.) and the Blood of Chriſt the Blood of God, 
(Acls xx. 28. 1 John iii. 16.) And it is from the fame 
cſlential Union, that they, who now act, under Chriſt, 
as his Repreſentatives, and Ambaſſadors on Earth, de- 


rive all their Divine Authority and Power, in ſacred 


Matters; our Saviour ſays to his Diſciples, after he was 
riſen from the Dead, / Jubn xx. 21, Sc.) © As my Fa- 


ther (the Godhead) hath ſent me, even ſo ſend I you; 


0 


** 


and when he had ſaid this, he breathed on them, 
and ſaith unto them, Receive ye the Holy Ghoſt; 


'© whoſe ſoever Sins ye remit, they {hall be remitted un- 


6c 


to them; and whoſe ſoever Sins ye retain, they are re- 


* tained:” And again, Mazth. xxviii. 18. he faith un- 
to his Diſciples, after his. Reſurrection likewiſe, All 


** Power is given unto: me, in Heaven, and in Earth: 
B 2 * Go 
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Go ye therefore, and teach all Nations, baptizing 
them, in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, 
and of the Holy Ghoſt, teaching them to obſerve all 
Things, whatſoever 1 have commanded you; and lo, 
I am wath Jon away" even unto the End of the 
World. f io not 
And in Conſequence of this] Dirige e Cotainifſion St, 
Paul ſays, 2 Cor. v. 20. Now then we are Ambaſſadors 
for Chriſt, as though God did beſeech you by us; we 
pray you, in Chi, s Stead, be ye reconciled to God.” 

al Chriſt, to aſſure his Diſciples of the Validity of their 
Commiſſion, ſays to them, after he had commithoned 
them, Math. x. 14. Whoſoever ſhall not receive you, 
nor hear your Words, when you depart out of that 
«© Houſe, or City, ſhake off the Duſt of your Feet, * 
« a Teſtimony againſt them, Mark vi. 11. Verily, 1 
« ſay unto you, it {ſhall be more tolerable for Sodom and 
: Gomorrba, in che Day of  Juilgnieait, than for hat 
„ ni, 

God grant that this City may conſider this, in time. 
before it is too late! 

The Prieſts, under the Goſpel then, are likewiſe di- 
vinely commiſſioned to act in the Name of Chriſt; and 
what they do, by virtue of, and conſiſtently with, their 
Commiiſiont. in the Name af Chriſt, on Earth, we find, 
is ratified in Heaven, and valid in the Sight of God ; 
and this Validity is not derived from any imaginary Ho- 
lineſs in the Perſons of the Prieſts (as ſome, who would 
be witty, are pleaſed to banter us) but from their Divine 
Com miſſion to act in the Perſon and Name of Chriſt. 
It is true, we have our Frailties and Infirmities common 

to 


£ 


* 
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* Ilaoas rag nuepas, every Day. 
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to other Men; becauſe we partake of the ſame common 


corrupt and (alien Nature with other Men ; but then 


ſhould theſe Frailties of ours be any Exceptions to tlic 
Authority of our Commiſſion ? Thoſe that think fo, I 


would beg Leave to aſk a few Queſtions. Iſt, Whince 
does the Validity of any Act ariſe, that an Officer, or 
Miniſter of the State, does ? from himſelf, or from the 


King, that deputes and commiſſions 74 to act in his 


Name? adly, Are the human Frailties and Infirmitics 
of ſuch a commiſſioned Officer any Bar to the Legality 
of his Act? If not, 3dly, Is not the Act of ſuch a com- 


miſſioned Officer the Act of the King himſelf, that 


commiſſioned him; and valid, in Law? And pray why 
not fo, in the Goſpel too? This is fo plain and allowed 
a Caſe, in civil Affairs, that one would think it could 
not be miſtaken, or diſputed, in Hhiritual. And yet it 
is miſtaken by ne, and diſputed by others. 
Having thus previouſly, but briefly, ſtated the Di- 
vine Commiſſion of the Prieſthood, and the Validity of 


what they do, by virtue of, and conſiſtently with, r 


Commiſſion, in the Sight of God; I proceed now to Cr 


that Queſtion I firſt ſet out with namely, How is it that 


God hath joined Man and Wife together, ever ſince his ori- 
ginal Inſtitution of Marriage? And I anſwer again, as be- 
fore, he at firſt joined them together, with his own Hands; 


but hath ever ſince done it, by the Hands of thoſe, who | 
he hath commiſſioned to act in his Name, and by his 
Authority, down to this Day; for tis not a Licence 
from the Commons, but a Licence from Heaven, that 


regiſters a Marriage, in Heaven; tis not the mutual AC 


ſent and Conſent of the two Parties : tis not the mutual 
. TAE | Faith 
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Faith, which they plight to each other, in their own 
Names ; 'tis not the Pledge, which they mutually give 
and receive ; tis not any one of theſe, nor all of them 
together, that conſtitute a Marriage, in the Sight of God. 
Thele indeed are previouſly neceſſary, in our Form, as 
human Sanctions; but then they are only Human Sanc- 
tions, not 1 "aa But Marriage is a Divine Inftitu- 
tion; and Divine Inſtitutions require Divine Sanctions. 
Marriage, therefore, muſt have a Divine. Sanction, 
otherwiſe 'tis no Marriage at all, in the Sight of God ; 
they, therefore, that come together, by making a pri- 
vate Contract, or Bargain, with one another, which is 
now a reigning Faſhion, in this gallant and polite Age, 
are not married, in the Law of God, no, nor in the Law 

of the Land neither; but are deemed by both to live in 
an habitual State of Fornication and Whoredom. And 
Whoremongers, and Adulterers, however gallant, po- 
lite, or great they may be, God will certainly judge, 
as. ſurely as God is true; the Spirit of God himſelf hath 
faid ſo, (Heb. xiii. 4.). They are, therefore, Fornica- 
tors, in the Eyes of Heaven, becauſe God hath not 
joined them together, but they have joined tbemſelves 
together, without, and againſt, God, They then, and 
they only, are married, in the Sight of God, who, when 
they have ſolemnly plighted, and pledged, their Faith 
to each other, before God and the Congregation, are 
Joined together, in the Mame of God, by one, commiſ- 
froned to act in his Name, And this Act of ſuch. a 
commiſſioned Miniſter of God, is, in a ſecondary Senſe,. 
as much the Act of God himſelf, and valid in the Court 
of Judicature in Heaven, as the Act of any commil- 
2 honed 
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ſioned Officer of the King is the Act of the King him- 
ſelf, and valid in our Courts of Judicature, on Earth. 
And the Validity of each of their reſpective Acts is de- 
rived not from themſelves, but from the Authority of 
each of their reſpective Commiſſions. None but thoſe, 
who are reſpectively commiſſioned, can /zgally act, on 
either Side. None but the Priefts under the Law could 
officiate, in Divine Inſtitutions. Marriage is a Divine 
Inſtitution, therefore none but the Prieſts could legally 
marry, by the Law of God; and ſo it was, even among 

the Heathers too; none but Heir Prieſts could marry. 
 Lay-marriages then, however they may be valid, in the 
Law of the Land, are not ſo, in the Law of God, any 
more than Lay-baptiſm is; becauſe they, who are not 
divinely commiſſioned, have no more Authority, in Di- 
vine Inſtitutions, than they, who are not legally com- 
miſſioned, have in Civil; but if Marriage can be proved 
to be of civil Inſtitution, then the Clergy, I humbly 
apprehend, have no Sort of Concern in it at all ||: For 
what has the ſacred Order of the Priz/thood to do, in civil 
Matters? No more than Laymen have in divine. 8 
They, that have thought Lay-baptiſm, and Lay- mar- 
riage, to be valid in tlie Sight of God, have thought ſo, 
ſuppoſing that it was the mere Ceremony, or Form of 
Words, that made them valid; and that any indifferent 
Perſon might read them over, as well as the Prieſt; 
and, perhaps, better too, ſometimes, But they that ſup- 
. poſe 
No more than they had, during the Uſurpation of Oliver Crommell, 
when the Juſtices of the Peace married; but then that Uſurpation was an 


Invaſion not only of the civil, but the religious, Rights of the People like- 


wiſe; when both were promiſcuouſly blended together, in the wildeſt Diſ- 
order and Confuſion. 
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poſe the mere Ceremony to give the Sanction, ſuppoſe 
a Miſtake, which Miſtake is owing either to their not. 
diſtinguiſhing aright, or elſe to their not regarding Di- 
ſtinctions: They do not ſeem to be duly apprized, that 
Baptiſm i is a Sacrament ; and that Marriage, and the 
Prieſi”s-Office, are both Divine Institutions: And that, 
therefore, no Layman has any Authority to officiate, 
or act in either; and conſequently if he does act in ei- 
ther, his act is not valid, in the Sight of God. And 
they that would prove that the Pri s Act has no Di- 
dine Sanction in it, muſt prove that the Prieſt has no 
Divine Cemmillion ; which I imagine they will find a 
little harder to prove, than merely to aſſert $. 

But tis ſaid in anſwer to all this, that the Form of the 
matrimonial Service, in the Common-Prayer Book, is of 
human Inſtitution : This, I grant, is true, in Part; the 
Words of the Form are partly human, and partly di- 
vine. But does it follow from thence, that the Prieſt's 
officiating is of no more Significance and Weight, in the 
Sight of God, than the Layman's ? Or that the Lay- 
man has equal Right to officiate, with the Prieſt? This 
will not follow, I apprehend, till we can prove Marriage 
to be of human Inſtitution; which to do, we muſt firſt 
ſet aſide the Authority of both Teſtaments; and after- 
wards, indeed, if we ſtrike out all that is ſacred, in the 


Ceremony 


8 Eſpecially if they will give themſetves the Trouble of reading Dr. 
Hicks's excellent Treatiſes of the Chriſtian Prieſthood, and the divine Right 


of Epiſcopacy, which to unprejudiced Minds will give the fulleſt Satis- 
faction they can deſire, in this Matter. 


The Miniſtry of Things divine, ſays a learned Writer of our Church, 
La Function, which, as Ged. did himſelf inſtitute, ſo neither may Men un- 


dertake | 
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Ceremony, that is, all mention of God, and Chriſt, in 
it, then that troubleſome officious Set of Men, the 
Prieſts, would have nothing at all to do with it ; and 
then we might marry, and be given in Marriage, ac- 
cording to the modern faſhionable Notion of Marriage, 


juſt as we pleaſed, without God, without Chriff, and 


without Prieſt too. But then this would be out-doin 
the very Heathens themſelves, who all had their Gods, 
their Oracles, their Prieſts, their Temples, and Forms 


of Worſhip; and held Marriage to be facred*, and 


never 


dertake the ſame, but by Authority, and Power given them, in lawful 
Manner. God hath, in Abundance of Mercies, ordained certain to attend 
upon the due Execution of requiſite Parts and Offices, preſcribed for the 
good of the whole World; which Men, thereunto aſſigned, do hold their 
Authority from Him ; whether they be ſuch as himſelf immediately, or 
as the Church, in his Name, inveſteth. They are, therefore, Miniſters 
of Ged, not only by Way of Subordination, as Princes, and civil Magi- 
ſtrates, whoſe Execution of Judgment and Juſtice the ſupreme Hand of 
Divine Providence doth uphold, but Miniſters of God, as from whom 
their Authority is derived, and not from Men; for in that they are Chrift's 
Ambaſſadors, and his Labourers, who ſhould give them their Commil- 
ſion, but He, whoſe moſt inward Affairs they manage? Is not God alone 
the Father of Spirits? Are not Souls the Purchaſe of Feſus Chriſt? What 
Angel in Heaven could have ſaid to Man, as our Lord did unto Peter, 
Feed my Sheep, preach, baptize ; do this, in Remembrance of me; 


„ whoſe Sins ye retain, they are retained, and their Offences in Heaven 


* pardoned, whoſe Faults you ſhall on Earth forgive?“ Oc. 
_ Whereas now, foraſmuch as the Holy Ghoſt, which our Saviour, in his 
firſt Ordinations, gave, doth no leſs concur with ſpiritual Vocations, 
throughout all Ages, than the Spirit, which God derived from Moſes to 
them, that affiſted him, in his Government, did defcend from them to 
their Succeſſors, in like Authority and Place, we have for the leaft and 
meaneſt Duties, performed by Virtue of miniſterial Power, that, to dig- 
nity, grace, and authorize them, which no other Offices on Earth can 
challenge. Whether we preach, pray, baptize, communicate, condemn, 
give Abſolution, or whatſoever, as Diſpoſers of God's Myftenes, our 
Words, Judgments, Acts, and Deeds, are not ours, but the Holy Ghoſt's, 
Hooker's Eccleſiaſtical Polity, L. 5. P. 342, and 344. 

And expreſsly called it Boy wes Y, Dionyſ. Ant. L. 2. The 


Roman Church indeed hath held it ſo ſacred, that they have made a Sacra- 
Ka: 18 6 ment 


never ſolemnized it, without invoking their Deities, and 
calling upon them to witneſs the ſacred Contract, and 
Covenant, between the two Parties. Hour 


hut it has been further objected, not ſo much indeed to 
our Form, as td the Neceſſity of uſing any, that the firſt 
Pair in Paradiſe were married without any Form or Ce- 
Kemony at all: But they that make this Objection, ſeem not 
to have duly weighed and conſidered what I have already 
ſaid from the Old and New Teſtament, concerning this 
Matter; namely, © That the Lord God brought the 
* Woman to the Man, and actually joined them toge- 
ce ther, and pronounced them both one Fleſh.” God's 
bringing the Woman then to the Man was inſtituting 
Marriage T. And his actually joining them, and pro- 
nouncing them one, was ratifying his own Divine Inſti- 
tution . And this plainly proves, that tis not merely the 
Form of Words, that this, or that, Church may make 
uſe of, in the Matrimonial Ceremony, that conſtitutes 


25 4 
ment of it; but in this they have erred ; for neither they, nor even the 
Apoſtles themſelves, none but the great Author and Finiſher of our Faith 
himſelf, had any Authority to inſtitute any Sacrament. 
_ + Beſides God's bringing the Woman to the Man, and joining them to- 
Fe as our Saviour ſays, and pronouncing them one Fleſh, *tis expreſsly 
laid, Cen. i. 28, that he © Bleſſed them, and ſaid unto them, be fruitful 
and multiply, and repleniſh the Earth,” Sc. And if all this is not 
8 6760 ſufficient to prove a Divine Inſtitution, I am at a loſs to know 
what is. 52 
+ Is it not in Conformity to God's bringing the firſt Woman to the 
firſt Man, that the Miniſter, who acts in God's Stead, in our Ceremony, 
gives the Woman to the Man, and afterwards joins them in God's Name, 
not his own, when he ſays; + Thoſe whom God hath joined together (not I) 
let not Man put aſunder.” You ſee that neither the Woman can give 
herſelf to the Man, nor can her Father, or Friend give her to him, imme- 
Grately, but by the Hands of the Prieſt only, who “ receiving her as our 
** Rubrick ſays, from them, gives her to the Man;“ which ſhews that 
the Compilers of our Matrimonial Form were better apprized of the Di- 
vine Inſtitution of Marriage, as well as of the ſacred Importance of the 
Prieſt's Office, than ſome among us at preſent ſeem to be. 
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a Marriage; but 'tis the Act of joining them together, 
and pronouncing them one, in the Name of God, by 
one, that is commiſſioned to act in his Name. And 
yet this Act of the Prieſt's may be accompanied with 
ſuch a verbal Form, as may be of excellent Uſe, as ours 
is, to illuſtrate the Meaning and Intention of the Divine 
Inſtitution, to implore the Divine Bleſſing upon it, and 
to inſtruct the whole Congregation, as well as the Par- 
ties immediately concerned, in the ſeveral Branches of 
their Faith and Duty. But ftill ſuch verbal Form is not 
to be looked upon, as any eſſential Part of the Inſtitution 
itſelf, but only as an Accompanyment. | 

But tis objected ſtill further, that the Jewiſh Church, 
in After-times, had no Marriage-form or Ceremony. But 
how does this appear? Why it ſeems, there is no ſuch | 
Form handed down to us, in the Bible; and if any ſuch 
had been eſſential, tis preſumed, it would have been re- 
vealed. To this I anſwer, that neither is the verbal 
Form of the Jewiſh publick Worſhip revealed in the 
Bible; but does it follow from hence, that the Jews 
had no verbal Form of publick Worſhip at all? Or does 


it follow that there was no Neceſſity of any verbal Form, 


becauſe there was none revealed ? I think we may al- 


moſt as well ſay, that there was no Neceſſity for any 
| Worſhip at all, as that there was none for any Form; 
for there can be no publick Worſhip, without ſome 


publick Form; Forms of Worſhip then are eſſential, 


becauſe they are neceſſary. And yet there was no Ne- 


ceſſity for God to reveal any particular Form of Words 


to any particular Church, for their publick Worſhip; 


becauſe twas enough for God to reveal the general kun 
G2 0 
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of Redemption, together with the particular Inſtitu- 


tions, which he made, in Purſuance and Performance 
of that Plan. After he had revealed theſe in the Scrip- 
tures, he left it to the Diſcretion and Piety of his Faith- 
ful People, in all Ages, directed by the Scriptures, and 
the ordinary Influences of his Holy Spirit, to compile ſuch 
verbal Forms of worſhipping him, and of celebrating his 
Divine Inſtitutions, as ſhould be moſt ſuitable to the ge- 
neral Plan of Redemption, and the apparent Deſign of 
the Inftitutions themſelves, mark'd out, and laid down in 
the Scriptures ; always remembring, as St. Paul ſays, (Col. 
iii. 17.) © that whatſoever they did, in Word, or Deed, 
e they were to do all, in the Name of the Lord Jeſus, 


giving Thanks to God, even the Father, by him.“ 


All they did then in Word, or Deed, was to be done, 
in the Name of Chriſt. All their Petitions and Thankſ- 


givings, both in public and private too, were to be put 


up to God, the Father, in bis Wame only, not their 
own; which is the Reaſon, why the pious Compilers 
of our excellent . Liturgy have divided the public Form 
of Worſhip, in the Common-Prayer-Book, into ſo many 
little, ſhort Collects, all ending, in the Mame, and thro 
the Merits, and Mediation of Feſus Chrift ; in order, by 
this frequent Repetition, the oftener to put us in mind, 
<< that there is but one Mediator between God and Men, 
<< the Man Ghrift Jeſus, 1 Tim. ii. 5. and that there- 
fore no Man can be his own: Mediator. And ſuch ver- 
bal Forms of public or private Worſhip, tho' of human 
Compoſition, are ſo far acceptable to God, as they are 
agreeable to his revealed Will, in the Scriptures ; but 

no farther. I wiſh ſome modern Liturgy-Reformers had 


CO- 
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conſidered this Point, a little more; the Celebration 
then of Divine Inſtitutions, tho' under human Forms, 
if thoſe Forms are worded according to the Deſign of 
the Inſtitutions themſelves, in the Scriptures, and 3 
brated by one, commiſſioned to act in the Name of CHriſß, 
ſuch Celebration of ſuch Divine Inſtitutions is valid in, 
the Sight of God, * 

Let us now ſee how far the matrimonial Service, in our 
Common-Prayer-Book, anſwers this Deſcription, and 
conſcquently, how far it is valid, in the Sight of God. 

The Parties then to be married mutually give their 
Aſſent and Conſent, mutually plight their J roth to each 
other; then give, and; receive, a Ring, as a Pledge of 
their plighted Troth; but ſo far theſe are only Human 
Sanctions, not Divine ; ; but, I repeat it again, Marriage 
is a Divine Inſtitution, and Divine Inſtitutions, as I 
have ſaid, muſt have Divine Sanctions, and Divine 
| Sanctions can only be given by thoſe, that are Divinely 
- commiſſioned. In order then to complete the foregoing 
human Sanctions, by Divine, the Man proceeds to wed 
the Woman with the Ring, taught by the Prieſt, as the 
Rubric ſays, « In the ame of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt.” Then the Prieft bleſſeth 
them, in the Name of the © eternal God, Creator and 
« Preſerver of all Mankind, Giver of all ſpiritual Grace, 
„ the Author of everlaſting Life.” Aﬀterwards, he joins 
their. Hands together, and ſays, in the very Words of 
Chriſt, Tho/e whoj God hath joined together, (not I) let 
no Man put aſunder ;” then he pronounces them Man and 
Wife together, in the Name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and Weg the Holy * Immediately after 7 
4 . © 
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he ſolemnly bleſſeth them again, in this awful Form, 
« God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy 
© Ghoſt, bleſs, preſerve, and keep you; the Lord merci- 
« fully with his Favour look upon you; and fo fill you 
« with all ſpiritual Benediction and Grace, that ye may 
IM live together, in this Life, that in the World to come, 
«© ye may have Life everlaſting. Can any thing be 
more /ole-mmly or awfully ratified in the Sight of God, or 
Man? I preſume then that zhzs is a Marriage, in the 
Sight of both; and that therefore it cannot be diffolved 
in Heaven, except only, as is excepted, in the Law of 
Heaven. After ſo ſolemn a Ratification before God, 
and the Congregation, what have they to anſwer for, 
who, in Defiance of all Laws and Ties, both ſacred and 
human, make a common Practice of parting, and light- 
ly put one another away, upon every triffing Cauſe ! 
Having therefore ſtated the Original Divine Inftitu- 
tion of Marriage, and what it is, that hath conſtituted 
a Marriage, in the Sight of God, ever ſince; and that a 
Marriage, ſo conſtituted upon the Bringe Inſtitution, 
cannot be diſſolved, in the Sight of Go! Feet for 
Fornication ; I ſhould now proceed, 
2dly, To give you the Scripture Hank, why i it can- 
not be diſſolved, in the Sight of God, except in this 
_ Caſe; and you will find that there is an immutable Rea- 
ſon, in the Law of God for it, founded upon the ſpiri- 
tual Intent of the Divine I. WN ; Which was to fig- 
nify unto us, the nyſtical Union, that was to ſubſift be- 
twixt Chrift and his Church ; which myſtical Union God 
hath thought proper to deſcribe to us, throughout the 


Scriptures, by the conjugal Affection, that ought to ſub- 
or” Wt 
4 


— 
ſiſt between Man and Wife. God therefore ordained 
that no Man ſhould put away his Wife, except for Forni- 
cation, not merely as an arbitrary Reſtraint upon us, in 
the conjugal State, nor capriciouſly to abridge us of any 
of our natural Rights, as ſome are fond of calling them; 
but mercifully to aſſure us, by the ſtrongeſt and moſt 
ſenſible Proof he could poſſibly give us, that Christ 
would not put away, or divorce his Spouſe, the Church, 


unleſs for ſpiritual Fornication, which is Infidelity and 


Apoſtacy. And this material Parallelof Huſbandand Wife, 
and Chriſt and his Church, runs quite through the Old 
and New Teſtament both; and which I propoſe to trace, 
through both, God willing, ſome time hereafter. 


Wow to God the Father, &c. 
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And J ſay unto you, whoſoever ſhall put away 
his Wife, except it be for Fornication, and 
ſpall marry another, committeth Adultery ; 
and whoſo marrieth her, which is put away, 

_ doth commit Adult BY 


N my former Diſcourſe upon theſe Words, I prov'd 
[ 5 Scripture, that the Inſtitution of Marriage was 
originally Divine; and ſhew'd what it is, that hath 
conſtituted a Marriage, in the Sight of God, ever ſince 
the original Inſtitution of it; and likewiſe that a Mar- 
riage, ſo conſtituted, nm be difloly'd, in the Sight 
of God, except in the Caſe excepted in the Law of 
God. 

I proceed therefore, as I then propos” d, under my 
ſecond Head, to explain to you the ſpiritual Intent of 
the inſtitution : And the Inſtitution itſelf, together with 
the ſpiritual Intent of it, I think, I cannot better ex- 
preſs to you, than in the Words of our Church ; which, 
in Conformity to the Word of God, hath all along con- 
ſtantly aſſerted Marriage to have been of Divine Original, 


D 2 = quite: 
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quite down to this Day. The Words are theſe, (in the 
Form of ſolemnizing Matrimony, in our Common- 
Prayer-Book) .<* Holy Matrimony is an honourable Eſtate, 
mſlituted of God, in the Time of Man's Inuocency, 70 65 fs 
tying unto ts the myſtical Union, that is betwixt Chriſt as, 
his Church,” Here then, we have the Divine Inſii: lion 
of Marriage, and the Priritual Signification of it too. 
In the further Proſecution then of this Subject, I ſhall 
endeavour to prove to you, from Scripture, that Mar- 
riage was originally inſtituted of God, Spiritually to ſig- 
nify to us the ie Union, that was afterwards to 
ſubſiſt, betwixt CHriſt and his Church 3 from whence will 
appear the Scripture Reaſon, why it cnt be diſſolv'd, 
in the Sight of God, except in the Caſe of Fornication; 
and the Scripture Reaſon likewiſe, why zbis Caſe alone 
18 excepted. 

The primary Deſign, indeed, of the Inſtitution ſeems 
to have been calculated for the Continuation, Comfort, 
and Happineſs of Man, in this World ; but then That 
that was deſign'd for his Happineſs herd, was further 
intended, by God, to inſtruct him in that, which was 
to be his ſupreme Happineſs, both here and hereafter, 
namely, his E/por/a/ to Chriſt, When Man fell, he 
apoſtatiz d, or ſeparated himſelf from God; and could 
not be united to him again, but by Chriſt s aſſuming, 
or Poti fing his fallen Nature; and God, ſoreſeeing our 
Fall, or Separation from him, and that Chriſt would 
ofpouſe and unite us to himſelf, in order to reſtore us 
again, in his infinite Wiſdom, inſtituted Marriage, by 
this outward, vifible Union, ſpiritually to repreſent to 
us our inviſible, 1myfieal Union with Chriſt, th here 


and 
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and hereafter. And as Marriage is the neareſt and dear. 
eſt Relation in Life, at leaſt was de{ign'd to be lo, it was 
not only viel, but mercifully ordained of God, to give 
us the moſt afe&omate Ailurance of the conjuga! Love 
of Chrif; to his Church ; becaule the conjugal Affection 
between Man and Wiſe, being deſigned to be the ſtrong- 
eſt Tie in Nature, was _ ſtrongeſt Evidence, and 
cleareſt Illuſtration, that God bulk giee, or we receive 
of that high }piritual Connection, that was to ſubſiſt be 
tween Chriſt and his Church. And accordingly, this 
material Parallel of Hiſband and Fife, and Chrise and 
his Church, runs quite through the Old and New Teſta- 
ment both; and which I now proceed to trace * 
both, as I promiſed i in my former Diſcourie. 

And firſt for the Old Teſtament, Chriſt is there fre- 
quently repreſented, as the Huſband, and the Church, 


as his fe; thus the prophet 1/aiah (liv. 5.) comforts 


the Church in /i time, by aſſuring her in theſe Words, 


« Thy Maler is thine Huſband, (the Lord of Hoſts is 


“ his Name) and thy Redeemer, the holy One of 1/-ael; 
« the God of the whole Earth ſhall he be called.” And 


by the Prophet Jeremiah, (xxxi. 32.) Chriſt complains 


thus; © My Covenant they brake, though I was an 
« Huſband unto them, ſaith the Lord.” Chrif? then 


had married them; but they had broken the Marriage- 


Covenant ; and ol courſe, the Marriage-Bond was diſ- 
ſolved, WF nothing remained but a Divorce; and ac- 
cordingly Chrift ſays of the Church, by the Prophet 2— 
remiab, in the third Chapter, ver. 8. That he had 
* put her away, and given her a Bill of Divorce; but at 


ver. 14. of this Chapter, he cancels this Bill, and affec- 


tionately 
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tionately invites her to return unto him again, gra- 
ciouſly aſſuring her, that he was her Hiſband ſtill ; 
« Turn, O backſliding Children, faith the Lord, for I 
© am married unto you.” And afterwards, at ver. 20. 
he pathetically remonſtrates to them, thus; © Surely as 
« a Wife treacherouſly departeth from her Huſband, 
e ſo have you dealt treacherouſly with e, O Houle of 
« TI/rael, ſaith the Lord.” And by the Prophet Hoſea, 


(ii. 2.) He again pleads and expoſtulates with the Church, 


under the ſame conjugal pathetic Strain ſtill, © Is ſhe 


not my Wife? Am I not her Huſband ? Therefore let 


© her put away her Fornications, and her Adulteries“ 
Theſe Fornications and Adulteries were Apoſtacy and 
Idolatry, which are frequently repreſented in the Old 


Teſtament, under thoſe natural Images. Thus the Pro- 


phet Ezekiel ſays, (xxl, 37.) © that they had commit- 
c ted Adultery with their Idols.+” And the Wiſdom 
of Solomon ſays (xiv. 12.) „That the Deviſing of Idols 
5 was the Beginning of {piritual Fornication.” Adul- 


tery 


* Our Eugliſo Tranſlators have hardly made Senſe of this Paſſage of 
Scripture, having conſtrued it negatively, thus: She is nor my Wife,. 
neither am I her Huſband, therefore let her put away her Adulteries.“ 
Now it Chxiſt and the Church were not Huſband and Wife, where was her 
Azultery ? But if we read it with an Interrogative, as I have render'd it, 
and as the Original requires, then there is not only Senſe, but a beautiful 
Propriety and Force of Perſuaſion, in the Expoſtulation. 1 

My learned Brethren, I doubt not, will obſerve, with me, from hence, 
how ſmall an Acquaintance with the Hebrew is neceſſary to reſcue ſuch. 
leeming Inconſiſtences as theſe, in Holy Writ, from the profane and inſo- 
lent Scoffs of Infidels; who, taking Advantage of our Unſkilfulneſs in that 
facred Language, daily inſult and blaſpheme the Word of God, as abound- 
ing with Abfurdities and Contradictions ; and either ignorantly or impi- 
ouſly charge the Miſtakes and Inadvertencies of the Tranſlators, who. 
were but File Men, upon the infallible Divine Original itſelf. 
ae See Jer. iii 8. 9. 
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tery is Unfaithfulneſs of the Wie to the Huſbund; ſo is 
 Apoſtacy Unfaithfulneſs, or Infidelity of the Church to 
Cbriſt. Chriſt had married, or eſpouſed the Jewiſh 
Church ; but ſhe had apoſtatiz'd to the idolatrous Wor- 
ſhip of the neighbouring heathen Nations : Which Apo- 
ſtacy and Idolatry were ſpiritual Fornication, and ſpiri- 
zual Adultery, againſt her Huſband Chriſt, and is here 
repreſented under the Image of the natural; thus too 
by the Prophet Zzelzel, (xvi. 26.) God charges the Church 
with this /pirizual Fornication, in the Terms of the Aa- 
zural, in theſe Words, Thou haſt comitted Fornica- 
ce tion, i. e. Idolatry, with the Egyptians, thy Neigh- 
© bours, and haſt increaſed thy V Horedoms, (thine Idb- 
c latries) to provoke me to Anger; ver. 28. Thou haſt 
« played the hore alſo with the Aſſyrians; yea, thou 
< haſt played the Harlot with them; ver. 29. Thou 
© haſt moreover multiplied thy Fornication, in the Land 
« of Canaan, unto Chaldea ; and yet thou waſt not ſa- 
( tisfied herewith,” 7. e. not with all theſe ſeveral /pir:- 
tual Fornications, or Idolatries; ver. 32. Thou haſt 
ce been a Wife, that committeth Adultery, which taketh 
« Strangers, inſtead of her Huſband.” 


Then God proceeds to pronounce Judgment upon her 
(the Church) in theſe Words, ver. 35. Wherefore, O 
« Harlot, hear the Word of the Lord, ver. 38. I will 
judge thee, as Women, that break Wedlocl, are judged. 
„Her. 40. They ſhall bring up a Company againſt 
ce thee, and ſhall ſtone thee with Stones, and thruſt 
thee through with their Swords.” Which was the 
very kind of Death adjudged to Adultery, by the Law 
of Moſes, as we may ſee, Deuteronomy xxii. 22, 24. The 
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Crime of Adultery then was Death, under the Law, 
though under the Goſpel, in this polite, refin'd Age ot 
ours, it is ſo far from being look'd upon, as a Crime, 


that it is boaſted of, as the Higheſt Piece of Gallantry 


and Intrigue. And a Man is not now a complete Gen- 


tleman, till he commences a complete Heathen. 

You ſee then that Chr; and his Church are repreſen- 
ted, throughout the Old Teſtament, under the Corfu 
gal Relation of Huſband and Wie; that, correſpon- 
dent to this natural Image, Idolatry, or Apaſtaey from 


Chrift, is ſtiled ſpiritual Fornication, and fpiritral . 


Adultery ; the natural Adultery was therefore, under 
the Law of Moſes, puniſh'd with temporal Death, here, 
to teach and n them, that the ſpiritual Adultery 


or Apoſtacy from Cbriſt, would be finally puniſned 


with eternal Death, hereafter; of which, temporal 
Death was a Shadow. 


I proceed now to prove to you, that Chrift and his 
Church are repreſented under the fame conjugal Relation 
of Huſband and Wife, quite through the New TFT eſta- 


ment likewiſe. 
St. Paul tells the Corinthians (2 Cor. xi. ny. * Phat 


he had eſpouſed them to one Huſband, that he might 


„ preſent them, as a chaſte Virgin to Chriſt. And 
in his Epiftle to the Ephefrans, (Chap. v. 22.) after he 
had laid down the ſocial Duties between. Huſband and 
Wife, he applies them /þrrizually to Chriſt and his 
Church; which therefore I will beg leave to repeat here, 


for the Bike of the Spiritual Inſtruction convey d to 1 


under the conjugal; the Repetition of which, I hope, will 
not be tedious or offenſive to any here profent, Ele be- 


2 | = gins, 
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gins, firſt, with the ſocial Duties of Wives to their Huſ- 
bands; “ Wives, ſays he, ſubmit yourſelves unto your 
« own Huſbands, as unto the Lord; for the Huſband is 
e the Head of the Wife, even as Cbriſt is the Head of the 
% Church; and he is the Saviour of the Body, 7. e. the & 
Church; therefore, ſays he, as the Church is ſubject unto 
« Chri}t, ſo let the Wives be to their own Huſbands, in 
every thing.” You ſee, he enforces the Duty of Mives 
to their Husbands, by the Example of the Church's Sub- 
jection to her Husband Chriſt ; and the Church's Sub- 
jection to Chri/# was to appear by her Conformity to 
his Divine Will, in all things, becauſe his Divine Will, 
and Love to her, would never ſuffer him to en- 
Join her to conform to any thing, but what, he well 
knew, would naturally and neceſſarily tend to her Com- 
fort in him, and his Complacency in her ; ſo ought it to 
be, argues the Apoſtle, between Husband and Wife; the 
Huſband, if ſubject to Chriſt, as he would have his Wife 
ſubject to him, would make the Love of Chriſi to his 
Church, the Pattern of his Love to his Wife. And ac- 
cordingly it is upon this Foundation, that the Apoſtle 
goes on, to inculcate the Duty of Husbands to their 
Wives, © Huſbands, ſays he, love your Wives, even as 
“ Chriſt allo loved the Church, and gave himſelf for it; 
c that he might ſanctify and cleanſe it, with the waſhing 
of Water, by the Word; that he might preſent it to 
„ himſelf a glorious Church, not having Spot or Wrinkle, 
* or any ſuch thing; but that it, ſhould be holy, and 
„ without Blemiſh, So ought Men to love their Wives, 
c as their own Bodies, (i. e. as Chriff loved his own 
« Body, the Church) he that loveth his Wife, loveth 
« himſelf; for no Man ever yet hated his own F 125 
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e but nouriſheth and cheriſheth it, even as the n the 
« Church.” 

The Subjection then of the Church to Chrift, «nd the 
Love of Chri/ to the Church, are the Scripture Patterns 
for the reciprocal Love and Obedience between Man 
and Wife: And if Man and Wife would but endeavour 
to copy after theſe Divine, Heavenly, Patterns, ſet them 
in Scripture for their Imitation, we ſhould ſce other 
Faces, in the Conjugal State; if they would but ſubmit 
to be governed by the Laws of God, inſtead of their 
own lawleſs Paſſions, and to be 1 the Influence of 
Grace, inſtead of Nature, we ſhould not hear of ſo 
many Family Diſtractions, and Divorces, in the World ;* 
which Divorces are not only unnatural, but un feriptural 
likewiſe, except only, as is excepted in Scripture ; for 
Man and Wife were never deſigned to be ſeparated, by 
the Law of God, any more than Chri/? and the Church 
were +; God pronounced them both one Fleſh, at the Be- 
ginning ; and under that Image he included Chriſt and 


his Church, as one, at the ſame time; when the firſt. 


Man red his Wife, at the Hands of his Maker, he 
ſaid, 1 Gen. ii. 23.) „ This is now Bone of my Bones, 
ond 


380 that the Laws of God are all hated, and juſt, my EY and *tis 
only our unregenerate unſubdued Tempers, and Diſpoſition, that at any 
time make any of them ſeem otherwiſe to us. 

+ As the Prophet Malachi faith, Ch. ii. 16. ** The Lord, the God of 
& Tfrael ſaith, that he hateth putting away. 

See our Homily, on the State of Matrimony, beginning thus: The 
Word of Almighty God doth teſtify and declare, Whence the Beginning 


of Matrimony cometh, and why it is ordained ; it is inftituted of God, to 


« the Intent that Man and Woman ſhould live lawfully, m a perpetual 
Friendſbip, &c. 
N. B. The whole Homily would be well worth reading had practiſing, 
if the Delicacy and Taſte of the Times could bear it. 
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« and Fleſh of my Felſh.“ And theſe very Words, we 
find, are quoted and applied by St. Paul, to deſcribe the 
conſubſlantial, intimate, Union of Chriſt, with his Church; 
tor, fays he, „we are Members of his Body, of his 
« Fleſh, and of his Bones.” What an aſtoniſhing De- 
ſcription is here of our Conſanguinity and Kin to our 
dear Redeemer! How was it poſſible to deſcribe to 
Senſe, our Mearneſs to Him, or rather Samene/; with 
Him, in ſtronger: Terms of Senſe ? That we ſhould be 
Bone of his Bones, and Fleſh of his Fleſh | What Chri/ti- 
an can ever, after this, in the leaſt doubt of his Affi- 
nity to Chriſt, or of Chriff's Affection to him? Eſpeci- 
ally too, if he conſiders what the Apoſtle ſaid but juſt 
before, © that no Man ever yet hated his own Fleſh ;” 
thereby infallibly aſſuring us, that in like manner, nei- 
ther can Chrift ever hate his, that is, ours, which he 
took; and what ſtronger Aſſurance could poſſibly be 
given us, in Nature, of Chriſt's never failing Love to 
us? Let the Great Ones then of this World boaſt of their 


High Blood, and Pedigree; but let the humble Chrifti- 


an glory in his Kin to Chriſt. After St. Paul had thus 
ſtated, and adjuſted, the relative Duties between Mar 
and Wie, he applies them ſpiritually to Chrift and his 
Church, as I have ſaid; and ſays Yer. 32. © This wa 
“great Myſtery ; but I ſpeak concerning Chri/t and 
the Church.” The Scripture Meaning of the Word 


Myſtery implies nothing more, than the ſpiritual Signi- 


fication of a natural Image ; and to deſcribe, and re- 
1 0 1 preſent, 
| Mu5-ngwwv. Res, qua externo quodam ſymbolo propoſito aliud quid my- 


ſticè innuitur et repraeſentatur, ſacramentum. ab Heb. b MiSTeR, 


quod rem ab ſconditam denotat, eſtque a Radice Y Sa TeR abſcondit,. ac- 
cultavit. Mintert. Lex ic. Spe- 


( 30 ) 


preſent, the ſpiritual Myſtery of Chriſt's marrying his 
| Church, the ſeveral Marriages of the Patriarchs, Pro- 
h phets, Prieſts, and Kings, under the Old Teſtament 
were recorded; who were all exprefs Types of Christ 
in this Particular. I ſhall juſt inſtance in a few of them, 
and thoſe, that I think are generally moſt excepted 
againſt, as being, I believe, leaſt underſtood +. 
It has been thought ſtrange that, in the Infancy of the 
World, Brothers and Siſters ſhould intermarry; but this 
will not appear quite ſo ſtrange, if we conſider the Neceſſity 
of thoſe early Times; and that even this, God was pleaſed, 
ſhould have a gypical Aſpect to Chrift and his Church; 
for Chriſt, in Scripture, vouchſafes to deſcribe his Hpiri- 
tual Alliance to his Church, by the natural Ties of thoſe 
near Relations: Whoſoever, ſays he, (Matth. xii. 50.) 
« ſhall do the Will of my Father, which is in Heaven, 
ce the ſame is my Brother, and Siſter, and Mother: We 
s were to become Chriſt's Brethren, after he had ſancti- 
fied us; accordingly St. Paul ſays, (Heb. ii. 11.) © Both 
he, that ſanctifieth, and they, that are ſanctified, are 
« all of one; for which Cauſe, he is not aſhamed to 
© call them Brethren ;” and our Sanctification and Bro- 


therhood 
Specialiori ſigniſicatu, pro ſecreto Divino, ſymbolis, ſignis, figuriſque 
externis propoſito, ac repræſentatdo of- en 
The Vulg. terms it three or four times a Sacrament, as Colo}. i. 27. 
Eph. i. 6. and iii. 9. and v. 32. And that Vulg. Latin Tranſlation firſt 
led the Papiſts into that Error, to make Marriage a Sacrament. | 
8 | A me!" | | _ Leigh Crit. Sacr. 
+ I am well apprized of the Reception the following Interpretations of 
Scripture may poſſibly meet with, in this unſcriptural anti-ſcriptural Age of 
ours: But I refer my Reader to my Authorities for them, which I ſhall 
add, at the End, for his further Peruſal, if he ſhould be ſo diſpoſed, at 
his Leiſure ; becauſe I think theſe Authorities of no ſmall Weight, (with 
me at leaſt) being no leſs than the concurrent Teſtimony of the whole Chri- 
i tian Church in its pureſt State, 


0 


4 
therbood with Chriſt were in conſequence of his e/pou/- 
ing our fallen Nature: Hence it is, that Chrif, in the 
Canticles, frequently ſtyles the Church, as ſanctified, both 
his Siger and his Spouſe, (Ch. iv.) And was it not in a 
Senſe typical of this, that Abraham, when he went down 


into Egypt, bid Sarah his Wife, ſay (Gen. xii. 13.) © that 


ce ſhe was his Siſter ?” 

However this be, that I may reſcue Abraham from 
the general, though ill- grounded Charge of Hing, or equi- 
vocating here, I will juſt obſerve, by the way, that Sarah 
was really his Ser, by the Father's Side: But let Abra- 
ham ſpeak for himſelf : When King Abimelech expoſtu- 
lated with him, and aſked him the Reaſon why he paſ- 
ſed his Wife for his Siſter, he anſwers (Gen. xx. I I.) 
“ Becauſe I thought, ſurely the Fear of God is not in 
this Place, and they will {lay me, for my Wite's ſake : 


and yet indeed ſhe is my Sister; {he is the Daughter 


* 


« of my Father, but not the Daughter of my Mother; 


« and ſhe became my Wife.“ It were well, if they, 
who call this eguivocating, never eguivocated more. Now 


as it was expreſsly prohibited in the Levitical Law, (Lev. 


xvii. 9.) for a Man to marry ſo near a Relation, Abra- 


: ham, I think, as a Prophet, (which God himſelf tells Mi- 


melech he was, Gen. xx. 7.) could not marry his Ser 
Sarah, but with a typical or prophetical View and De- 
ſign. Abraham then muſt here prefigure Chriſt, as Sarah 
muſt the Church; which, in Proceſs of Time, was to be- 


come Chri/?'s Siſter and Wife, as Sarah did Abraham s f. 


IVR Wks How 
Sarah was of fair Countenance, (Gen. xii, 2.) and was a Figure of the 
New Teſtament, and Jeruſalem ** the Mother of us all,” Gal. iv. 24, 26; 
that Spouſe of Chriſt is fair, Cantic. i. 14. and iv. 1. Ainſworth. 134 
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How graciouſly condeſcending then is God to us, in 
thus deſcribing our Proximity to Chrif, by every near 
and dear Relation in Life! which he remarkably docs, 
by the above-mentioned two, of Sifer and Spor/e, 
throughout the Canticles, commonly called, the Song of 
Solomon. And though this /acred Song bath been fo 
much the Sport of the Witty and the Gay, yet is it a 
divine Dialogue between Chriſt and his Church, and was 
penned by the Spirit of God, in the ſtrongeſt Images in 
Nature, mercifully to give us the ſtrongeſt and moſt 
ſenſible Aſſurances, that were poſſible to be given us, 
of our intimate Union and Communion with Chrift +. 
And it is plain that Abrabam was here a Figure of Chrift, from what God 
ſays of him, to Abimelech, Gen. xx. 7. Now therefore, ſays he to him, re- 
“ ſtore the Man his Wife, for he is a Prophet, and he hall pray for thee, 
„ and thou ſhalt live.” Now Abraham's interceding for Abimelech, could 
be of no farther avail in the Sight of God, than as it was typical of the great 
Interceſſion of Chriſt, who was to pray for us, that we migbt live, and whom 
therefore Abraham here repreſentdde. Tay | 

What Origen ſays upon this Hiſtory of Sarab and Abrabam, is very re- 
' matkable.— Si quis hec ſecundim literam ſolim andire vult & intelligere, 
magis cum Judæis, quam cum Chriſtianis, debet habere anditorinum ; fi autem 

vult C hriſtianus eſſe, & Pauli diſcipulus, audiat eum dicentem ; ** Quia lex 
«* ſpiritualis eſt, Rom. vii. 14. Et cam de Abraham atque uxore ejus ac filiis 
laqueretur, pronunciat her eſſe allegorica, Gal. iv. 24. That is, If any Man 
is, for interpreting this Hiſtory of Abraham and Sarab literally, or accord- 
ing to the Letter only, he ought to preach to Jews, rather than Chriſtians ; 
but if he would be a Chriſtian, let him hear St. Paul, who will tell him, 
that the Law was ſpiritual, Rom. vii. 14.” And when he mentions the 
Tranſactions of Abraham with his Wife and Children, he expreſsly ſays, 
Gal. iv. 24. that they were Alegories; that is, where one Thing is ſaid or 
done, but another Thing, or Meaning, is further intended. Orig. Homil. 6. 
in Geneſ. V. 2. P. 76. Edit. Paris. 

+ Canticum canticorum eft epithalamium, ſeu carmen nuptiale amoris & læ- 
tilie, ſpeftans ad ſponſum cœleſtem & eccleſiam ; hinc enim procul Rabbinicum 
commentum de Abiſag Sunamitidis, vel filie Pharaonis ; totum igitur hoc Can- 
ticum, ut teftantur Divus Athanaſius, Auguſtinus, Origenes, & alii Patres, 

: | pertinet. 
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Me find likewiſe in thoſe early Times, and after- 
terwards, that Polygamy was partly indulged, but only 
upon certain Zypicat Occaſions; and then only, among 
the Patriarchs, and ſome of the Kings; who were all 
expreſs Types of Chriſt, in their ſeveral Marriages ; and 
in this reſpect, they each typified and prefigured Chri//'s 
marrying the Jewiſh Church, and the ſeveral Churches 
of the Heathen Nations, which, under the Goſpel, were 
all deſigned to make but one Church, or one Spoule ; 
and therefore, under the Goſpel, Polygamy ceaſes, and 
but one Wife is allowed. And if a certain ingenious and 
polite Writer of the preſent Age, upon this Subject, had 
TIER. <1 ors” Sms Tan oY 
pertinet ad ſanctos & divinos amores Verbi incarnati & Eccleſiæ, tum vete- 
_ ris, tum nove ; oratio autem libri hujus tota eſt figurata, ſeu ſymbolica & 
eempmatica'; vide Auguſtinum de Geneſi, ad Literam, L. 8. c. 1. At vero 
Divus Athanaſius fic ait; totus bic liber plenus eſt dialogorum veteris populi ad 
Verbum & ſummatim humani generis ad Verbum, & Eccleſiæ ex gentibus ad 
idem, & rurſus Verbi ad eandem, & ad genus humanum. 


8 Hieronim. V. 5. P. 1131. Edit. Paris. 
Præter ſenſum allatum, quem opinamur literalem, eſt alius ſenſus myſticus, 1 
in quo deſudarunt plures ſancti patres, cum Divo Athanaſio : ſenſus autem DI” 
ile nobis exhibet quandam picturam propheticam rerum a Chriſto gerundarum +, 88 
in nova ecchefis ; & primo quidem agitur præſertim de Incarnatione Verbi & 17,08 
; 


Unione Humanitatis cum Deitate, in boc toto ſacro Cantico; vide Rupertum, 1 
qui id mirifice aſtendit. Idem. P. 1133. 958 Weg 
V | ä , 3 
The Song of Solomon is a nuptial Song, relating to Chrift the heavenly | 
Bridegroom, and the Church; the Subject of this whole Song, as Atbana- A 
frus, Auſtin, Origen, and other Fathers of the Church, declare, is the re- | 
ciprocal Love and Affection between Chriſt and his Cburch. The Style of | + 
this Book is entirely figurative, or ſymbolical : St. Athanaſius ſays, that this 3} 
whole Book is full of Dialogues between the antient People, and the divine E 
Logos, and between the Gentile Church, and the Logos ; and, in ſhort, be- FR 
tween the whole human Race (of Believers) and the Word that was to be — | 
| | 


2 » ——— — — © wes = <. * 
— 2 —— 4 - 


made Fleſh. | 


. 


Beſides the literal Senſe, then is a ſpiritual one, which many of the F a- 1 | 
thers, with Athanaſius, have endeavoured to explic ate and unfold : 2 BY 
3 | 1 ipiritu 
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but look'd upon the Polygamies of the Patriarchs and 
Kings, in this zypical and true Light, he would have 
ſaved himſelf a great deal of learned Pains, which he 


hath taken, in his unneceſſary Vindication of them from 


this Imputation ©. Ne. 


To proceed then; in acob's marrying two Siſters 
Leah and Rachael, ( Cen. xxix. ) we have a moſt lively Re- 


preſentation of Chrift s eſpouſing the Fewiſh and Gentile 


Churches; and I am ſorry I have not time within the Li- 
mits of this Diſcourſe, to trace out to you the particular 
Circumſtances of Reſeinblarice, in this beautiful Picture. 


However, I will juſt point out a few of the moſt 
ſtriking ones, and which I think, muſt ftrike every at- 


tenctive Eye, even without an Interpreter. Leab, the 
the eldeſt Siſter, is ſaid to be zender-eyed, deſcribing 


the elder Sifter, the Fewiſb Church, as ans bre, (as 


it is even to this Day) in not diſcerning the ſpiritual 


Things of Chri/t in the Law, and that He was to be the 
End of the Law; Rachael, the younger Siſter, was 
beautiful and well favoured, deſcribing the Comelineſ: 


of the younger Sifter, the Gentile-Chriftian-Church, which 


was to be a glorious Church, not having Spot or 


*« Wrinkle, or any ſuch thing, but was to be holy and 


without Blemiſh, Eph. v. 27. And it is faid, that Ja- 


cob loved Rachael, the Younger; fo Chrift, foreſeeing | 
that the Jewiſh Church would reject him, loved the 


Younger, 
ſpiritual Senſe exhibits to us a fort of vob Picture of the fpiritual 


Concerns between Chrift and his Church: But the principal Object of it is 
the Incarnation of the divine Lagos, or the Union of the Godhead with the 
human Nature. St. Ferom, V. 5. P. 1131, 3. 


If the learned Reader wants any further Satisfaction upon this ſacred 
Song, he will find it in Origen's excellent Comment upon it, and particularly 
in his admirable Prologue to it, 3 
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Younger, the Gentile; but Jacob was to ſerve Laban, 
his Father-1n-Law, ſeven Years, for Rachael; the Num- 


ber Seven, in Scripture, ſignifies Fulne/s and Completion“. 
And this denoted that Chri was to ſerve his Fa- 


ther here, on Earth, a full and complete Seaſon, for 


the younger Siſter, the Gentile Church. And it is ſaid, 9 if 
that © the ſeven Years, that Jacob ſerved for Rachael, vl 
« ſeemed unto him but a few Days, for the Love he had ; v4 


e to her. So it was with Chriſt; he did not think the 1 
Time long, that he ſerved on Earth, for the Love he bore WY 

to his Genzile-Chriſtian-Church ; when Jacob had ful- _.- 

filied his Days, as he ſays, or fully ſerved his Time, he 1% 
goes and demands Rachael; but Laban impoſed Leah, the 
elder Siſten; upon him, and this ſignified the Inter poſition 
of the Jewiſh Church, the elder Siſter, for a Seaſon; the | 
Ordinances of which, St. Paul ſays, (Heb. ix. 10.) : 22088 
© were impoſed until the Time of Reformation, (-- 4; "of 
hartes) that is, until the Time of ſetting things right by 43 
Jeſus Chriſt, when he would marry the younger Sifter, a 

the Genzile-Church. But when Jacob expoſtulated with 5 

Laban, for impoſing upon him the elder Siſter, inſtead © 
DOSE Ih A Ree f 
* Originally, from God's having fully and completely finiſhed all his _ 1 A 
Works, and reſting from them, on the ſeventh Day, Gen. ii. 3. Hence | 
as this Syſtem was full and complete, on the ſeventh Day, the Number Seven 1 
was afterwards applied, throughout the Scripture, to ſignify Fulneſs and Com- N10 
pletion of every kind. And the ſeventh Day itſelf was ſet apart, by God, for | 
a Sabbath of Reſt here, in Commemoration of the Completion of this Syſtem, 


and for a Type of the eternal Sabbath hereafter, Ezek. xx. 12. on which b | i 
we are to commemorate the Completion of all Things in the ſprritual Syſtem, $04 
| 
| 


- L_ L 
. 
* ©, % - 


namely, the Works of the ſecond Creation, i. e. Redemption and Sanctification; Fi 
which ſpiritual Sabbath (St. Paul ſays, Tab Sννε, Heb. iv. 9.) © re- * b 
** maineth to the People of God hereafter, that is, to thoſe, who duly 4 

obſerve the /ypical Sabbath here. "yy 
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of giving him the Younger, Lalan apologizes for himſelf 
thus, ver. 26. It muſt not be ſo done, in our Country, 


e to give the Younger, before the Firſt· born; the Firſt- 
born, it ſeems, ſhould be married firſt; ſo St. Pau“ 
ſays to the Jewiſh Church, the elder Sifter ( Ads xiii 46.) 
« "It was neceſſary that the Word of God ſhould f/ 
© have been rst to you, (that you, who are the eder 
« Ir Nen, ſhould f be married to Cbriſt, but ſeeing ye 


© put it from you, (refuſe to be married to him) and 


judge yourſelves unworthy of everlaſting Lite, lo, we 


turn to the Gentiles, (the younger Sifter.”) But 7 aco 1 


was to ſerve another {even Years, for + elder Sifter, 
Leah, and then, at the End of that ſeven Years, he 


was to marry Rachael, the Younger, whom, it is ſaid, 
ver. 30. © he loved more than Leah.” And this was to 
ſhew that the Jeuiſb Diſpenſation was to laſt a full and 


complete Seaſon, before the Cbriſtian could take Place; 
pics. that when © the Fulneſs of Time was come, * (Eph. 
i. 10.) Chriſt was to marry the Gentile Chureh ; and ſo, 
the elder Siſter was to give Place to the Younger, whom 
he loved better, “. 

In Moſes's marrying the Ethiopian Sis, (Numb. 
Xii. I.) we have a moſt expreſſive Picture of Chri/7's 
marrying our fallen Ethiopian Nature, which was ren- 
dered black and disfigured in the Sight of God, by the 
Fall; Can the Ethiopian change his Skin,” fays the Pro- 


phet Jeremiab, ban 23.) © or tis Leopard his Spots? 


TNEAN- 


247 Ses Mr. Holloway's aan valuable Work of Letter and Spirit, and par- 
ticularly his admirable Introduction to it; it is to be hoped that truly learned 
and Chriſtian Author will oblige the Chriſtian World with more of his 
excellent Labours in the Word of God, and. go on reſcuing it from the 
dead Letter, which ki/leth, and ſhewing the Spirit which giveth * 


1 
T.A 


radiavi 
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meaning our Slack and ſported Nature, by Sin. Which 

Nature of ours, with all its Infirmities, Sin only ex- 

cepted, Chriſt was to aſſume and gſpoiſe, in order to 

purify it—repreſented by Moſes's marrying the Ethiopian 

Woman; and he was to be deem'd Hack in the Sight of 
God, for us; © A Man of Sorrows, and acquainted with 

« Grief,” 1/a. liti. 3. and accordingly the Prophet Fere- 

miah ſays, (viii. 21.) in the Perſon of Chrif, whom he 
repreſented, © For the Sorrow of my People, am I for- 
« rowful, I am become black, Aſtoniſhment hath taken 
© hold upon me, meaning the Vratb of God, which 
he was to ſuffer for us; and when he had ſuffered the 

Wrath for us, he was to waſh our Blackneſs white in his 

own Blood, Rev. vii. 14. and to take out our Spots of Sin, 

by his Grace. Hence Chriſt ſays to the Church, thus 

purified in his Blood, Cant. iv. 7. © Thou art all fair, 
% my Love, there is no Spot in thee.” And the Church 

ſays, (Chap. i. 5, 6.) in Confeſſion of her own perſonal 

Guilt, but profeſſing Chri/7's imputed Righteouſneſs, at 
the ſame Time, I am black, but comely, O ye Daugh- 


© ters of Jeruſalem!” that is, ſhe was Black, or all + 9 i 
| over Guilt, in herſelf, but comely, or quite innocent, in + 
Chrift ; and therefore ſhe ſays in the next Words, ver. 6. Wi 


{© Look not upon me, becauſe I am lachs, but becauſe 1 
« the Sun hath looked upon me;' or, as the Words l 
ſhould be tranſlated + © becauſe the Light hath irradi- 


; * ated me, and ſo hath made me fair, meaning the = 1 
4 Divine Ligbt, Chriſt, who was, by his Divine Trradia- [ 1 69 
. L | | x * Fi ö | - 


8 


*The Root (r) is here doubled, and ſo it ſignifies donbly black. ; 1 1 
＋ And are ſo, by Pagninus, in his Interlintary Verſion, at quia 1 
radiavit me M νο , Shemoſh, 
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tion upon our Souls, to make us comely and fair again, 
in the Sight of God x. 


We read that God commanded the Prophet Hoſea, 
(Chap. i. 2.) „To go, and take unto him a Wife of 
. Whoredoms,” which accordingly he did; and which 
J find hath afforded much Entertainment fd Ribaldry- 
Mirth to our Men of Gallantry and Gaiety; but this 
Portion of Scripture will not appear to deſerve ſuch lu- 
dicrous and ill Treatment, to thoſe, who are converſant 
with the ſacred Writings ; and who carefully obſerve 
therein the various Methods, which God is pleaſed to 


make 


ge Zerom interprets this Paſſage, i in the ſame manner, and introduces 
the Church ſpeaking thus, Nolite me confiderare quod denigrata ſum, quo- 
« mam intuitus et me Sol, id eft dignatus eſt Filius Dei, Sol Juſtitiæ, me 
e intueri, et vocare ad N. gra ſum, Propter originens ex Gentibus, at ſub 
« ip/o ſole ſum.” 

That is, Do not conſider me, as I am black, becauſe the Sun hath Iook'd 
upon me, that is, the Son of God, the Sun of Righteouſneſs, hath vouch- 
ſafed to look upon me, and. call me to himſelf; I am black, as taking my 
Origin and Riſe from the Genziles, but I am under the Divine Influence of 
the Sun of Righteouſneſs. Jerom. V. 5. p. 1134. 

And Origen, upon this Paſſage, makes the Church ſp eak thus; << Ego 
&« ſum illa Ethiopiſſa, ego ſum nigra quidem, pro ignobilitate Generis, for- 
e moſa vero, propter Pænitentiam et Fidem ; ſuſcepi enim in me Filium Dei, 
«© recepi verbum Carnem factum; acceſſi ad Eum, qui eft Imago Dei, primo. 

«© genitus omnis creature, el qui 9 9 Glorie 0 Fitgor Subftantie 7j, 
el fatta ſum formoſa. _ 

That is, (the Church ſays) <5 I am that Athiopian Woman, (that Mecſes 
married) I am black indeed, by reaſon of my ignoble Origin; but I am comeh, 
by means of my Repentance and Faith; for I have accepted the Son of Goa; | 

I -have received the Word, made Fleſh ; I am come to Him, who is the 
Image of God, the firſt-born of every Creature, and who is the Brightneſs of 
his Glory, and the Splendor of his Subſtance, and I am now rendered fair 
and comely again.” Origen in Canticum Cantic. V. 3. L. 2. p. 46. Edit. 
Paris. N 
If the learned Reader will peruſe his 7th Homily on the Book of Num- 


Jers, upon this Subject, he will find himſelf, in the End, any rewarded 
for his Trouble. | 
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make uſe of, for Inſiruction and Reproof ; which arc ſome- 
times by Precept, and ſometimes by Example ; the lat- 
ter of which happens to be the Cale, now aider Conſi- 
deration ; for when God commanded the Prophet Hoſea 
© to take unto him a Wife of Whoredoms,” this was Kone 
parabollitally, as it were, in order by the prepoſt erous * 
ſtriking Example of the Prophet, to alarm the Jewiſh 
Churets that ſhe had as prepoſterouſſy « committed great 

& ſpiritual Whoredom, in departing from. the Lord,” 
as God himſelf expreſſes it, in the Words of the 7 
phet. And it was done mercifully, at the ſame Time, 
to point out to her the Way and Means of her Recon- 
ciliation again, which was to be effected by her being 
united to the true Hoſea, or Jeſus, (for they are both the 
ſame Name , and mean the ſame Perſon) and that ſhe 
was to be really ſanctified by Communion with Fe/us 
Chriſt, as the Wiſe of Whoredoms was to be zypreally, 
by Communication with the Prophet Hoſea, his Repreſen- 
tive, as St. Paul ſays, the unbelieving Wife is ſancti- 
* fied by the believing Huſband,” x Cor. vii. 14. 

But in order to bring this Reconciliation and Sanctifi- 
cation about, Teſus, the true Hoſea, as J have ſaid, was 
to aſſume; or eſpouſe their adulterous Nature; the Apo- 
Nagy of which is deſcribed under this "aural Image, 
quite through the Old Teſtament, down into the Mew; 
where our Saviour calls the Jews, in the ſpiritual Senſe, 
under the natural, an adulterous, that is, an, apoftatiz- 
* ing, ſinful Generation,” (Mark v vill. 38. Matib. X11. 


309.) 


* Prepoſterous, . expreſely N Levit. xxi. 7. and therefore 
the more ſtriking, eſpecially in the ſacred Character of an inſpired Prophet; 
but the ſame Authority, that enacts a Law, can oecaligngly 2118 it but 
10 ober. —_y FIR a 5 | 
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39 and to intimate to them that he was come to 2/pou/e 
and marry this adulterous Nature of theirs, he vouchſafed 
his Divine Preſence at a Marriage, in Cana of Galilee ; 
the Particulars of which, I will endeavour briefly to er 
plain to you. 

The Holy Spirit, b the Evangeliſt, begins his Rela- 
tion of rhis Marriage 5h 11.) with ſay ing, that ,' on the 
&« third Day, there was a Marriage, in Cuna of Galilee; 
now if the New Teſtament conveys to us /þirirual Truths, 
by H. Roricul, as the Oli conſtantly does,* the third Day, 
here mentioned, muſt have a further Meaning, beyond 


the Letter of the Hiſtory; and there muſt be a particu- 


lar Reaſon, why the Holy Ghoſt ſhould think proper to 
regiſter and record the very Day, on which this Marriage 


happened; {for otherwiſe what ĩs it to t, at this Diſtance 


2 * 


of Time, upon whar- Day this Marriage fell out?) and 
this Reaſon will appear, if we confider, that the hir 
Day, in Scripture, has generally Reference to the Day 
of Chriſt's Reſurrection, inthe Old Teſtament, as well 
as the New; thus, in the OH, the Prophet Hoſe ſays 
of Chrift Chap. vi. 2.) After two Days, will he revive 
eus, in the 251 Day, he will vaiſe us up, and we ſhall 
ec hf in his Sight, and, in che New, Chrift fays, 


© Cube 


"W968 Warfare things were nnn were written for our learn- 
ing, Rom. xv. 4. * 
3 All Scripture is given by Inſpiration of God, and! is profitable for Doc- 


ce trine, for Inſtruction in Righteouſneſs, Sc.“ 2 Tim. ili. 16. A Scripturr, 


that is, evahy Part of. it, Hiſtrriral as well as Propheticel, and therefore hotb 
muſt. be interpreted ſpiritually ; even the hiſtorical Narratives of the New 
Teſtament, as well as of the Old, muſt be thus inter rpreted, for God, 
« (ſays St. Paul, (2 Cor. iii. 6.) hath made us able Miniſters of the New 
or Teſtament, not of the Letter, but of the kd ; for the Letter killeth, 
« but the Spirit giveth Life.” 

=» See Levit. vii. 17. and xix. 6, Numb, xix. 12, 19. and xxx? Te: 
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acc To-morrow, and the third Day, I fhall be perfect- 
cc ed, (Teeovues) meamng the Day of tas Reſurr eftion, 


{Like xiii. 32.) e Behold, I do Cures, To-day, and 


on which He, and his Spouſe, the Church in him, was 


to be made perfect, in order to be glorified *. And it 
is ſaid, ver. 6. © that there were ſet there ſix Water- 
* pots of Stone, after the Manner of the purifying of the 


64 


Jews; which manner of purifying was zypically by 


Water ; Chriſt therefore turned this Mater into Mine, 


to intimate to the Jews, that all their zypical Purifications 
were to terminate in his Blood, of which, Vine is 
the /acramental Emblem, in Scripture. Per, 7. Jeſus 


commands the Servants to fill the Water- pots with 
Water, and faith unto them, Draw out now, and 
« bear unto the Governor of the Feaſt.” The Go- 
vernor of the Feaſt here repreſented the Xing, © that 
© had made a Marriage for his Son,” Marth. xxii. 


2. which Ag and Governor was God; © and when 


“ the Governor of the Feaſt had taſted the Mater 
« which was made ine, he called the Bridegroom,” 
who here repreſented Chriſt, Math. ix. 1 5. and faith un- 
to him, ver. 10. © Every Man at the Beginning, doth ſet 
forth good Wine, and when Men have well drunk r, 


* Vide Beza in Locum, _ 8 1 | 
+ See Heb. ix. 9, 10. Col. ii. 16, 17. where St. Paul ſays, that even their 
Meats, and their Drinks, and their diverſe Waſbings were all a Shadow of 
Things to come; but that the Body, or Subſtance of that Shadow, was Chreft. 
＋ M:9v9ws:, here conſtrued, when Men have well drunk, is the Word, 


by which the Septuagint have rendered the Hebrew Nv Shachar,. 4 


Gen. xliii. 34. Cantic. v. 1, and Haggai i. 6. where the Otiginal can 
only ſignify to drink /iberally, to innocent Chearfulneſs, but not to Exceſs, 


and accordingly is rightly tranſlated, in each of thoſe Places of our ##»//þ | 
Bible, under that limite Senſe 3 ſo Beza here renders ee, by Hatun ; 


L 


— 


bi- 


'" then. 


* 


1 

on then that which is worſe; the good Wine ſet | forth 
4. the Beginning, intimated. that the typical Blood of 
the Law. was good, under that hi figurative Diſpenſa- 
tion of Things, which was Egerer) the Introduc- 
«. tion, or bringing in, of a better Hope, (Heb. vii. 19.) 
namely, by the Blood of Chriſt, which that typical 
Blood pointed at-; and when Men have well drunk,” 
ſays ih Governor, that! is, in the /piritual Application of 


this Phraſe, when there had been a Sariezy. or Sufficiency | 


of the typical Blood, under the. Law, or in the more 
expreſſive Words of St. Paul, When the Fulneſs of the 
Jie was come, for realizing that zypical Blood, Chriſt, 
the Bridegroom, did not ſubſtitute worſe, in its Stead ; 


for © thou, fays the Governor to the ,Bridegroom, haft 


kept the 0 Wine till now.” The good Wine, kept 
Till PW, digit the Bluod of Grp, the real Bride- 


groom, 


Ebern upon the e dh the Original | in the Old Teſtament, by 


which the Greek of the New ought always to be interpreted, for they can 
never claſh, or contradi& one another. ** Negue enim, ſays he, apud Hebræos, 
«< [JE Shachar, quod reſpondet Greco: Verbo wilver, ſemper in vitio ponitur, 
ut Gen. ix. 21. ed interdum declarat liberalem Vini Uſum, qui tamen Mo- 
dum non excedat, ut Gen. xliii. 34.” So ſays Paſſor, in his Lexicon, and 
Mr. Leigh, in his Critica Sacra, upon this Word; and Euſtathius ſays, 
from Atheneus, $* wh ue, didtum eſſe. cr Y Usb, id eſt a  Remiſſione, 
ce et Relaxatione Animi, gue fit per liberaliorem Vini Potum.”” 

So that the Expreſſion, Yhen Men have well drunk, doth not in the leaſt 
intimate that the Company was already fuddled, as a certain mad Infidel hath 
inſippedly drolled upon it, who, if he had had but the common Honeſty 
to have allowed this Paſſage of ſacred Writ, but the ſame common fair 
Play, that he himſelf would have thought due, even to an heathen Au- 


thor, he might have ſaved himſelf the horrible Guilt of ſo profanely buf- 


fooning this Miracle of our Saviour, as well as that of ſo blaſphemouſly 
N ridiculing Him, who was © the Power of God, and che Wiſdom of God,” 
1 Cor, i. 24. and conſequently was God himſelf. 
* Heb. vii. 19. For the Law made nothing. erfect, but (as it ſhould 


be tranſlated) was the bringing in of a better! lope; by the which, we 


„ draw nigh unto God.“ — - 
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groom, which he had kept till e n, but which was 
then ſpeedily to be ſhed for his Bride, the Church, and 
to be © drawn out, and borne to the Governor,” or pre- 
ſented to God, who is here repreſented, in the Perſon 
of the Governor calling the Wine good, as approving 
of the Blood of Chriſt, and accepting it; the Evangeliſt 
concludes with ſaying, ver. 11. © This Beginning of 
Miracles did Jeſus, in Cana of Galilee, and manifeſted 
« forth his Glory ; and his Diſciples believed on him,” 
The Glory, which Chri/t here manifeſted forth, was his 
Drvinity*, which was gloriouſly diſplayed at his working 


of this Miracle; and upon this, his Diſciples believed in 


him, as the Meſſiah and Saviour of the World. And 
this Miracle the Evangeliſt calls © the Beginning, the 
« firſt, or chief of Miracles (as the Word «px» ſignifies) 
« which Jeſus wrought; thereby plainly intimating to 
us, that the chief or principal Miracle Chriſt was to work 
for us, was ſhedding his Blood, (which that Miracle fur- 
ther pointed at) and ſo fulfilling the zypical Purifications 
of the Law, repreſented by his turning the zZypical 
Vater into Pine; —and this was done, at a Mar- 


riage, to ſignify that Chriff, the Bridegroom, by thus 


ſhedding his Blood, was to marry his Spouſe the Church. 


And this Marriage, the Holy Spirit, by the Evangeliſt, 


twice remarks, © was at Cana, in Galilee; and ſurely 


not without ſome Meaning, a ſpiritual, as well as hifto- 


rical one; which we ſhall ſee perhaps, if we conſider, 
that, Galilee in Scripture is called“ Galilee of the Gen- 


his Preſence at a Marriage among the Gentiles, inti- 


mated, that he would e/þouſe the Gentile Church. 


* Sce Dr. Hammond in loc. 


And 


"Og * 
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And now we fee the Reaſon, why it is ſaid in Scripture, 
that the fr ff Miracle our Saviour ever wrought, was at a 
Marriage; which was not merely that he might give hi; 
Sanf#ion, or Approbation to Marriage, by his Preſence 
at one, as ſome have thought; for this he efteQually 
did, to all Intents and Purpoſes, when he fr // inflity- 
ted it; but it was, that he might by turning Water into 
Fine there, point out to them that Miracle of Mer» 
the ſheddin of his Blood, as I have ſaid, to e/por/e his 
Church, jad it was by this Miracle 6s Mercy, that 
Chrift was to manifeſt forth his divine Glory, to all 
Eternity; and it was upon this too, that all his ſuc- 
ceeding Diſciples rk to een all their F aith, and 
build all their Hopes * 

The myſtical 2 and conju * AﬀeBtion, hbeween 
Chrif and his Church, is begun ere, in TOs but is 


to | 


Ne That * was ſomething anche kinda, in dual. s turning the Wa- 
ter into Wine, beyond the mere outward Miracle, appears from ſome other 
Particulars of it, Which J have not yet mentioned, and which were intro- 
ductory to itz ſuch; for Inſtance, as Chriſt's being invited to a Gentile Mar- 
riage; the Want or Deficiency of Wine there; which ſeldom or never hap- 
pens, upon ſuch. feſtival Occaſions ; Chriſt's extraordinary Anſwer to his 
Mother, upon her acquainting him with this Want, viz. * Woman, what 
have I to do with thee ? mine Hour is not yet come.“ Which remarka— 
ble Anſwer of Cbriſt's plainly intimates, that he had a particular ſpecial 
| Reaſon for not working the Miracle, preciſely then, when his Mother ſpoke 
to him; and that therefore he had a ſpirimal Intent, in deferring it a H 
longer; which poſſibly might be, that hy punctually timing it to ſuch a 


particular Inſtant, the Nature and Propriety of the Miracle might ſtike 


them the more, and inſtruct them in the ſpiritual Defien of it, by putting 
thee upon thinking, y the good Mine ſhould: be kept till then, ſo contra- 
„ it ſeems, to the general Cyſtam and uſual Practice, upon ſuch Solemnitics 
A theſe Particulars, together with thoſe T have already mentioned, cvi- 

4 demonſtrate, that not only the Miracle itſelf, but likewiſe the ſeveral 
hiſtorical Contingences, that attended it, however inde} they may ſeem 
to us, were all providentially conducted, and recorded to convey to us ſome 
ſpiritual Truths, beyond the outward Occurrence, and bare Letter, 


I 
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to be conſummated hercaſter in Glory; the i, (our 
myſtical Union in Grace here) is repreſented, in that Pa- 
rable, which our Saviour uttered (Mali. xxii. 2.) of the 
Marriage, which a certain King made for his Son,” 
whereunto all, 20th bad and good, were invited, Ver. 10. 
The ſecond (our Confummation in Glory hereafter) is 
repreſented to us, by that of the Ten Virgins, going to 
meet the Bridegroom, to go in with him, to the Marriage, 
(Matth. xxv. 1, 10.) from which, thoſe, who had no Oz/ 
in their Lamps, that is, no Grace in their Souls, were 
excluded : And particularly by the Marriage-Supper of 
the Lamb, mentioned in the Revelations, (Ch. xix 7.) 
where the Church triumphant exults in theſe Words:. 
Let us be glad and rejoice, and give Honour to him, 
for the Marriage of the Lamb is come, and his Wife 
hath made herſelf ready ; and to her was granted that 
ſhe ſhould be arrayed m fine Linnen, clean and 
© white ; for the fine Linnen is the Righteouſneſs of 


** 


cc 


A 


- 
0 


* 


“ RBleſſed are they, which are called unto the Mar- 


e riage-Supper of the Lamb.” (See Rev. xxi. 2. Cant. 
i. 4. P/. xIv. 9, 10.— 14, 15.) = 135 


* 


Jo conclude then. You have now ſeen that Chriſ 
and his Church are repreſented throughout the Old and 
New Teſtament both, under the conjugal Relation of 
Man and Wife; that in correſpondence to this conjugal 
Relation, Idolatry:and Apoſtacy from Chrift are ftiled in 
Scripture /piritunl Fornicarin, and ſpiritual Adultery. 


And now you fee the Scripture Reaſon, why a Man 


cannot put away his Wife, by the Law of God, except 
8 . , * 8 4 211. wt | | 


* * 1. MF 


« Saints, 7. e. the imputed Righteouſneſs - of Chris, & 


„ 
for Fornication ; and the Scripture Reaſon likewiſe, why 
this Caſe alone was excepted ; which was graciouſly to 
allure us, by the ſtrongeſt Proof that God could poſſi- 
bly give us, that Chriſt would never put away, or di- 
vorce, his Spouſe the Church, except for ſpiritual Forni- 
cation, and ſpiritual Adultery, which is Apoftacy and 
Jaolatry*. 53 OA ROOORT OT. 

But can this Law affect Us of this Nation, and at 
this Diſtance of Time too, in the ſpiritual Senſe of it! 
Can Ye, can Chriſtians, be guilty of Apoſtacy, or Ido- 
latry? Yes, verily ; and are ſo, in the ſtricteſt Senſe of 
thoſe Words; for, in the firſt Place, don't we deny the 
very Foundation of that very Religion, which we hope to 
be faved by, the Per/onality in Fehovah ? which has ever 
been the Catholic Faith, from the Beginning of the 
World, to this Day; and is not this Apoſtacy? Don't 
we, by denying the Trinity, ſet up a falſe Unity, and 
| fo, worſhip a falſe Deity ? And is not this Idolatry? 
Don't ſome of us deny the Divinity of Chrift, and fo 
worſhip him as nere Man? And is not his Idolatry 
too? to worſhip a nere Creature? Don't others, allow- 
ing his Divinity, deny his Equality with God, and fo 
worſhip nore Gods than one? And is not this Heather 
1dolatry 24 Don't we, at the ſame time that we deny his 
Bein DIC © 952 91 co- | 
And if ever Man and Wife be divorced upon any other Cauſe than | 
_ this, will not this be repealing an expreſs Law of Heaven? will it not be | 
* making the Word of God of none effet?,” Mark vii. 13. will it not be ſet- 
ting aſide the ſtrongeſt Evidence that God could poſſibly give us, in Nature, | 
of the conjugal affettionate Union of Chriſt with his Church ? In ſhort, will |} 
it not finally tend to diſſolve that Union? OP 
| Query, Don't they, who refuſe to worſhip Chriſt, as God incarnate, |} 
commit the Crime of the Fallen Angels? who were all commanded to wor- 
ſhip Him, as ſuch, by that divine Edict, publiſhed in Heaven, viz. © Le | 


66 al 
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cos eſſe ntial Divinity, deny his a/l-meritorious Atonement? 
Don't we proudly reject þ;s Merits, and preſumptuouſly 
ſet up or own ? In ſhort, don't incredible Numbers of 
us dreadfully deny the whole Chriſtian Faith, that was 
* once delivered to the Saints?“ (Jude iii. 33.) vis. Re- 
demption, by 7eſus Chriſt; Sanctification, by the Holy 
Ghoſt; and Reconciliation by both? which God hath 
poſitively and peremptorily declared in his holy Word, 
is the only Scheme of Salvation, whereby he will be re- 
conciled again to his fallen Creatures T. If this be not 
Apoſtacy and Jdolatry; if all this be not ſpiritual For- 
nication, and ſpiritual Adultery, againſt God, I know 
not what is. Ought we not then to fear and tremble, leſt: 
He ſhould give 2 a Bill of Divorce, as he hath to 
the Jewiſh Church, (Iſai. I. 1.) and put us away from 
him for ever? God, of his infinite Mercy, therefore 
grant us all, Grace, from the Higheft to the Loweſt, 
ce that we may lee, at leaſt in this our Day, the Things 
te that belong to our eternal Peace, with him, before 
ce it is too late, left they be hid from our Eyes, for 
« eyer !!“ Luke xix. 42. 


Now to God, &c. 


all the Angels of God worſhip Him,” which we find recorded, Heb. i. 6. 
and which the Angels refuſing to do, fell; and will not they, who finally, 
refuſe to do the ſame, fall, like them, for ever? 5 
1 « Neither is there Salvation in any other; for there is none other 
« Name under Heaven, given among Men, whereby we muſt be ſaved, 
e but the Name of Feſus Chriſt, Acts iv. 12.—Therefore the mere Ma- 
raliſt, or Natural-Religion-Man, cannot be ſaved in his own Name. 


* 
— — 
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1 E IMO NIX 8 


FROM THE 


PRIMITIVE WRITERS of the CHURCH. 


8 nate collected a few Ane out of the 
many that I might, from the primitive Writers 
of the Church, upon the foregoing Subjects, I hope it 
will not be difagrecable to my learned Readers, it I 
give them [thoſe Authorities at large, as ſome poſſibly 
may. not have the Authors themſelves by them, or a 
Convenience of referring to them ; and others, it they 


have, may not perhaps have Le: os 


And I truſt it will not be unacce table to my Engli iſh 


Readers neither, if I give them thoſe Authorities, in 


Engliſh, that they too may know, that the foregoing 


Conſtructions of Scripture are not the fanciful novel 


Conjectures of any one particular Man, or »þ/tart Set 
of Men whatever, but that they have hens the conſtant 
received Interpretations of the Chriſtian Church during 
all its primitive Barity, that! is, for near 600 Years after 


Chriſt. 


I ſhall begin with ſome of che earlieſt Writers of 1 
Church, as 5 Who lived neareſt to the Times of the 
inſpired Penmen, are moſt likely to derive from them 


the genuine Meaning of the Scriptures, before it became 


adulterated, or perverted, by the Sophiſtry and falſe 


Gloſſes of ſucceeding Heretics, 
Concern- 


Concerning the MakRIACES of the Par RIAROUVS. 


Ng reo On, C1400 [46% Tives MEN OL Aw | 


MuSnpiwv, ev exa5"n Tis TOAUTHN E, 
QTETEASYTO, 


Upon which his learned Editor re- 
marks thus: Nempe, ſecundum Juſti- 
num, Patriarche, non Amore, nec 
Voluptate, victi, 8Y, we Topyevo;Tec, Ut 
infra loquitur, multas Uxores duxe- 
runt, ned, adeo, WF TEXYVOTOINTCUTES, led 
WS TUTOTUNTTOVTES 5 fuir hæc ſapientia 
quondam. 


And ÞP. 4 436. Kal un [4.4% de ab 7 | 
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Juſt. Mart. p. 423. Edit. Thirlby. 
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Tuſtin Martyr, who wrote in the 
ſecond Century, ſays, in his Dialo- 
gue with T7ypho, the Few, p. 423. 
As I ſaid before, certain Diſpenſa- 


lions of great Myſteries ' were in— 
“ tended and figured out, in every 


„ ſuch Tranſaction; meaning the 
Marriages of the Patriarchs, which 
he had juſt before been treating of. 
And again he ſays, in another 
© Re: « Even that ſingle Affair it- 


2 


„ Uriah, however criminal, plain- 
ly proves that the Patriarchs did 


not marry many Wives, as giving 
«© themſelves up to Fornication, but 
as prefiguring, 


+ 3 


or (as the learn- 
ed Editor words it) as Hihi, a cer- 
tain Diſpenſation, (meaning the Chri- 


tian) * and indeed all their Tranſac- 


tions were Myſteries, that is, were 


done with a myſtical « or ſpiritual In- 


tent, 


Origen, who wrote in the third 
Century, ſays in his 3d Vol. p. 825,6. 


of the Paris Edition. 


“ Since the Law is a Shadow of 
„ good things to come, and writes 
“ ſometimes of Marriages, and of 


„ Huſbands and Wives, we are not 


to take thoſe Marriages in a literal 
e ſenſe only, but in a_/prritual one 
6 likewiſe, as ſetting before us the 
e ſpiritual Marriage of Chriſt and his 
“Church, in time then to come, as 
] have ſaid; for Inſtance, when St. 


Lag 


c 


A 


« had two Sons, the: one — a Bond- 


00 * maid 


ſelf of David with the Wife of - 


Paul ſays, (Gal. iv. 22.) Abraham 


1 
4 
WY 


(N. 


„ maid, the other by a Freewoman,“ 


erovro 0s duo tis THpPKE ν,=, ON o 
aN % TH AEVOjprevs, og vd Ab np o on- 
AwvT0;* TO 06 hb np Turo EYE H, 2: 
ws Ilawnog Pnow, es Xprrrov, 2 eig Thy 
ExxAnoioav avaDepopevoy £408 ot 2 p¹ο 
rep. Yuvzing » ayIpor 10% wy Exa5"05 
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UTO r VEUpherO;s ONAKIVOENDY InASGO 1, 


TAYIYATCL, n tidos YpouMos, pwnce rm 
IE TAY, TV her. Origen. Comment. in 
Mat. Vol III. p. 825, 6. Edit. Par. 


As I have had -occaſion-to quote 


from Origen before, and he is thought 


to have-gone too far, in the allegori- 


cal Method of interpreting Scripture, 


the Reader may ſee a juſt Vindica- 
tion of him, and This Method, in 
his learned Editor, Huetius, Orige- 


nian, L. II. Quæſt. 13. p. 170. 


De Allegorica Scripture Interpreta- 
-tione. And likewiſe in Archbiſhop 
Wake's Preliminary Diſcourſe to the 


Fathers, p. 73, 4, 5. Cc. 


Auguſtin. de Doftrind Chriſtiang. Vol. 
III. p. 51. Edit. Paris. 


Quicquid ibi tale narratur, non 
ſolum Hiſtoricè, ac proprie, ſed etiam 
figurate ac Prophetice acceptum, in- 
terpretandum eſt. 85 


Heideg. Hiſt. Sacr. Patriareb. pai, 7. 


In Familia Patriarcharum occurrit 


ante omnia Conjugium illorum, quod 


illi coluerunt ex divino Inſtituto, et | in his Hiſt. Sacr. Patr. p. 6, 7. ſays, 


* 


Genuine Epiſtles of the Apaſtolical 


we ought not to confine our Thoughts 
to carnal Marriages, and their Off- 
ſprings, but to extend them to the 


Myſteries here ſignified; for the Apo- 


ſtle expreſsly ſays, they are Allego- 
ries; again, when it is ſaid, © for 


this Cauſe ſhall a Man leave Fa- 


ce ther and Mother, and ſhall cleave 
* unto his Wife, and they twain 
« ſhall be one Fleſh,” we are not to 
underſtand this, as tho* there were 
no Myſtery couch'd under it, for St. 
Paul lays, it was a great Myſtery, 


| and had Reference to Chriſt and his 


Church: And there are almoſt a 
thouſand Laws in Scripture, con- 
cerning Marriages z (See Deut. xxi. 
11, 15, and Xxiv. 3.) every one of 


which will appear to have a divine, 


moral, and myſtical Meaning, in a 
true typical way, when once we have 
inveſtigated it; whoever therefore 
reads the Moſaic Law, about Mar- 


riages, and thinks that nothing fur- 


ther. is intended, beyond the out- 
ward Letter, „he errs, not know- 


« Sp ing the Scriptures, nor the Power 
«© of God.” 


St. Auguſiin, who wrote in the 
fourth and fiith Centuries, ſays of 
the Marriages of the Patriarchs, Vol. 
III. p. 51; 5 

„ Whatſoever is mentioned of 


| + them in the Scripture, is to be ta- 


„ ken not only hiſtorically, and li— 


i © zerally, but likewiſe feuratively, 


and prophetically. 

Towhich, Ihope, I may be allowed 
to add the Teſtimony of a learned W ri- 
ter of thelaſt Century, Heidegger; who, 


:largiſſima Dei Benedictione; de quo, The firſt thing that occurs in the 


ita | Hiſtory 


4. 
ita Moſes, Geneſ. 1. 28. Ft be- 
« nedixit eis Deus, dixitque ad eos 
« creicite, et multiplicamini :?* Que 
quidem verba Dei priores Poſteri- 
oribus tradiderunt, et ex mente Dei 
fideliter interpretati ſunt ; mentem 
autem et Scopum Dei Conjugium in- 
ſtituentis pandit Malachias, ii. 15. 
« Annon unum fecit, cum ei ſu— 
& pereſſet Spiritus? Et quid U- 
« num illud? Quærebat Semen 
„% Dei,” Finis Conjugii ex Divind 
Inſtitutione fuit, ut ex eo proveniret 
Semen Dei, hoc eſt, Homo Deo ſi- 
milis, et Imagine ejus præditus, qui 
eſſet Gloria Dei; Eum conjugii fi- 
nem non potuerunt ignorare Patri- 
archæ, cum Conjugium Hominem 
diſtinguat a Conjunctione promiſcuà 
Beſtiarum; proinde non alio fine 
eos conjugia iniviſſe et frequentäſſe 
non ſinit dubitare eorum celebrata 
Sanctitas. 


A 


79 


Hiſtory of the Patriarchs, in the 
Old Tettament, is an Account of 
their Marriages, which Marriages 
they made according to the Divine 
Inſtitution and Benedidtion, recorded 


the Lord God bleſſed them, and 
* {aid unto them, increaſe and mul— 
e tiply;” which Divine Form of 
Words the firſt People handed down 
to their Poſterity, and faithfully in- 
terpreted them, according to the Di- 
vine Intention and Meaning of them. 
And the Intention of God, in inſti- 
tuting Marriage, the Prophet Malachi 
explains, Chap. 11. 15. where he ſays, 
+ Did not He (God) make one? 
„And yet had he a Reſidue of the 
Spirit:“ (namely to make more) 
and wherefore hat one? He ſought 
the Seedof God, (Heb. E198 1 r) 
that is, the promiſed Seed : The In- 
tention then and End of Marriage, 


— — 


* 


of it, was, that from thence might 


according to the Divine Inſtitution 
iſſue the Seed of God, that is, a Man 


by Moſes, Gen. i. 28. viz, © And 


endued with the Likeneſs and Image of God, who was to be the Glory 


of God: The Patriarchs could not be ignorant of this original Inten- 


tion of Wedlock, ſeeing it is Wedlock, that diſtinguiſhes the Humar 
Species from the Beaſts, in their promiſcuous Intercourſe with one ano- 
ther. Beſides, the well known Piety and Sanctity of the Patriarchs leave 
us no room to ſuſpect that they had any other View or Deſign, in their 
Marriages. 335 


Concerning Jacob's marrying the two Siſters Leah and Rachel. 


Juſtin Martyr, P. 423, 424 | 


Fuſtin Martyr, P. 423, 4» ſays, 


Ey Tois Yopors Te Ian, Tis Ole 
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That in the Marriages of Jacob, a 
certain Diſpenſation, meaning the 
| Evangelical, was prefigured, and, as 
it were, proclaimed and preached be- 
foreband.— And after telling Trypho 


the Few, that his Doctors were ſo 
1 grovel- 


— 2 * 3 — 85 = . —.— - 
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| groveling, and ſenſual, that they 
could not diſcern the ſublime and 
divine Truths ſhadowed out, in thoſe 
Tranſactions of the Patriarchs, he 
goes on, and ſays, The Marriages 


of Jacob with two Siſters were Types 


of what Chriſt was to do, in Aiter- 


f 


but Rachel, 


times to his Church; Leab prefigu- 


red the Jewiſh People, or Hnagogue; 


the Gentile Chriſtian Church; and Chriſt ſerves, even to 


this Day, for theſe, and for the Servants, which he hath in both. The 


natural Eyes of Leah were weak, 


even ſo the ſpiritual Eyes of the 


Fews are very dim. — Rachel ſtole her Father's Gods, ſo the Chriſtian 


Church took away the Gods made 


by his elder pad ſo are Chriſt and Chriſtians hated by the Jes, to 


this Day. 


Ireneus, Le. 4. C. 88. P. 338. Edit. 


Grabe. 


Neceſſitas omnis fuit ex duabus 
ſororibus eum (Jacob) filios facere; 
quemadmodum Chriſtus ex duabus 
Legibus, unius & ejuſdem Patris; ſi- 
militer autem & ex Ancillis; ſigni- 
ficans quoniam ſecundum Carnem, 
& ex Liberis, & ex Servis, Chriſtus 
ſtatuet Filios Dei, ſimiliter omnibus 
dans munus Spiritus vivificantis nos; 
omnia autem ille faciebat, propter 
illam juniorem, bones oculos haben- 
tem, Rachel, quæ præfigurabat Ec- 
cleſiam, propter quam ſuſtinuit Chri- 
ſtus; qui tune quidem per Patriarchas 
ſuos, & Praphetas, præſigurans & 
prænuncianus futura, præexercens ſuam 
pariem diſpoſitionibus. Dei, & aſſueſ- 
cens hæreditatem ſuam obedire Deo, 


& peregrinari in ſæculo, & ſequi 


verbum ejus, & præfigurare futura. 
Nihil enim vacuum, n neque fine g- 
uo, 8 eum. 


with Hands. — Jacob was ever hated 


Treneus, another Writer of the 


| ſecond Century, ſays, L. 4. C. 38. 
| P. 338. Edit. Grave. 


Jacob muſt needs have Children 


of two Siſters, even as Chriſt was to 


have, of the wo Teſtaments, which 
had but one and the ſame Father, 
| (viz. that inſpired both). Moreover, 


Jacob muſt have Children of his 


Hand-maids ; which ſignified that 
Chriſt was to have Children of God, 
of the Bond, as well as of the Free, 
(that is, of the Gentiles, as. well as of 


| the Jews) imparting to all alike of 


his quickening Spirit : n But Facob 
did every thing, for the younger Si- 
ſter, that had good Eyes, namely, 
Rachel, who prefigured the Church, 


for which Chriſt ſerved; who then 


indeed Prefiguring and foretelling 
Things to come, by his Patriarchs 
and Prophets, afted over beforehand 
bis Part in the Diſpenſations of God 


| —for with him, nothing (in the Old 
| Teftament) is ſaid or done, in vain, 
or without a Hpical 3 


Cyprian, 
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brian, P. 281. Edit. Paris. 
Sie & Jacob accepit uxores duas, 
majorem, Liam, oculis infirmioribus, 
Typum Snagege; minorem, 
cioſam, Rachel, Typum Eccleſæ, 


qu & ſterilis diu manſit, & poſtea 


rit Jop, qui & ipfe fuit Ty- 
x ada ple y 


Cyrill Alexand. in Geneſ. V. 1. L. 4. 
P. 127, 8, 9. Edit. Lutet. 
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St. Gprian (P. 281, Edit. Paris) 


who wrote in the third Century, ſays 
that Jacob took two Wives, viz. 


ſpe-¶ Leah, the elder Siſter, of eat Eyes, 
who was a Type of the Jew; 


Church, or Synagogue ; and Rachel, 
the younger, well-favoured, who was 
a Type of the Gentile Church, and 


| who was himſelf a Type of Chriſt. 


St. Cyril of Alexandria (Vol. r. 
P. 127, Sc. Edit. Lulet.) who wrote 
in the fifth Century, ſays, Chr:i/t 
married the Je Church firſt, of 
which Leab was a Figure: But Ra- 
| chel, that is, the Gentile Church, 
was his Delight, from the beginning. 
' Leab's Eyes were tender and weak ; 
but Rachel was beautiful and well- 
favoured: Correſpondent to this, 
Chriſt ſays of the Jes, (whom Leab 
repreſented) Let them alone, they 
„be blind Leaders of the Blind.“ 
(Matth. xv. 14.) But of his Diſci- 
ples (the Gentile Chriſtian Church 
whom Rachel repreſented) he ſays, 
„ Bleſſed are your Eyes, for they 
6 ſee, and your Ears, for they hear.“ 


then of the Fews in not diſcerning 
the ſpiritual Things of God (name- 
ly, in the Law and the Prophets) is 
aptly deſcribed 10 the weakly tender 
Eyes of Leah : But the ſound Un- 


| derſtanding of the Gentile-Chriſtian 


Church in the Faith of Chrif, to- 
gether with their adorning the Do- 


1 e 1“ &#rine of Chriſt, with their good 
* Works, wrought in him,” (Tit. ii. 10.) are beautifully prefigured in 
the comely 9 Perſon Js Rachel; and John the Baptiſt meant 


2 | this 


who remained a long time barren, 
but afterwards brought forth Fo/eph, 


(Matth, xiii, 16.) The Blindneſs 
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this ſpiritual and divine Marriage of Chrift and the Gentile Church, when 
he ſaid, (John iii. 29.) He, that hath the Bride, is the Bridegroom, Sc.“ 
And then he goes on, and ſays, That the Portion or Dowry of this Bride 
is Faith and Mercy; and quotes the Prophet Hoſea, Ch. ii. 19. where 
Chriſt ſays to the Gentile Chriſtian Church, “I will betroth thee unto me 
&« for ever, yea, I will betroth thee unto me, in Righteouſneſs and in 
Judgment, and in Loving-kindneſs, and in Mercies; I will even betroth 
| & thee unto me, in Faithfulneſs, and thou ſhalt know the Lord.“ 


See more of this, in his 2d Book De Adorat. in Spirit. & Veritat 
P. 65. ö 


Concerning Moſes's marrying the Ethiopian Woman, 


Irenzus, L. 4. C. 37. P. 136. Irenæus, L. 4. C. 37. P. 136. ſays, 
Ai Te Yo&me Muvcews, 0 r Incs Yapwos By the Marriage of Moſes the Mar- 
ede, 4 di Te AN NupOnc, | riage of Feſus was foreſhewn ; and 
n & Ffvwy ENI, £0nmuro* M or xx7a- | by the Aithiopian Woman, the Gen- 
Ac Eg 05 Oiabanrnovres e T Uοα¹ UE, tile Church was ſignified ; which 
WKETL EV T1 ILapepaConn AeTpnoers Vo 2 they, who calumniate and deride, 
efaPopiCorras Ths Twv NN, TlageCoang* || ſhall not remain in the Camp, or 
„ | | Church of Chriſt ; for they ſhall be- 
come leprous, or unclean, in the Sight of God (namely, as Miriam did, for 
ſpeaking againſt Moſes, for marrying the Ahiopian Woman, Numb. xii, 
1, 10. and like her) they ſhall be caſt out of the Camp of the Righteous, 
that is, the Church,— And a little above he ſays, - . 


Et paulo ſupra; Moyſes Athiopiſ- | Moſes married an Mt hiopian Wo- 
Jam accipiebat uxorem, quam ipſe] man, whom he made an T/aelite, 
Vraelitidem fecit; præſigniſicans quo- | to foreſhew that “ the wild Olive 
niam Oleaſter inſeritur in Olivam, & ( ſhould be grafted into the true 
participans pinguedinis ejus erit. l Olive, and partake of the Fatneſs 
17% BORE Th = I of the Olive Tree, Rom. xi. 17. 


Auguſt. Vol. 5. Pars 2. Serm. 18. | St. Auguſtin, Vol. 5. P. 2. Serm. 
r . 
Poſtquam crevit Mayſes, abiit in | After Moſes was grown up, he 
Regionem longinquam, & accepit | departed into a far Country, and mar- 
 Z#ithiopiſſam uxorem; agnoſcite fra- | ried an #thiopian Woman. Now 
tres, hoc non parvum eſſe myſterium, | we muſt acknowledge, that this was 
Aithiopiſſa' illa ex Gentibus erat, {no ſlight Myſtery z; the Afthiopian 


quam beatus Moyſes duxit uxorem ; | Woman, that Moſes married, was 4 
quia & Chriſtus ex Gentibus ſibi ſo- | of the Gen/ites, becauſe Chris was 
| | 0 BY 


0. 7:4 


ciaturus 


> SS 


mn Yy- v7 xv Us '%w F5:.ivp 
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ciaturus erat Eceleſiam; Moy/es:de- | to take to himſelf a Church out of 
reliquit populum ſuum, in longinquis | the Gentiles ; Moſes left his People 
regionibus, & At biopiſſæ conjungi-¶ in diſtant. Regions, and was joined 
tur; & Chriſtus, dere licto populo] to an Arhiopian Woman; ſo Chriſt 
Judæorum, de , Extremis regionibus left his People the Jews, and eſpou- 
Eccleſiæ ſociatur; illi utique, que | ſed a Church from far, namely, that, 

dicit in Plalm bei. 2. A finibus | which ſays in the Pſalms (Ixi. 2.) 
„ terre, ad te clamavi.“ Audi ex | From the Ends of the Earth have 


perſona Eccleſiæ, in Canticis Canti- | « I cried unto thee.” The Church 


corum, i. 4. ait Eccleſia, 66 Nigra ſays, in the Canticles, (i. 4.) I am 


* ſur & formoſa,”* quid eſt nigra black and comely.”” Now what 


ſum, & formoſa? niſi nigra per na- does ſhe mean by black: and comely, 


turam, formoſa per gratiam; nigra | but black. by Nature, and comely by 


eriginali peccato, Formoſa Baptiſm Grace ? black by original Sin, but 
eau | comely by the Sacrament of Baptiſm) ; ; 
| 2 and in this ſpiritual Senſe, this Mar- 
riage of Moſes is interpreted likewiſe 
by 1. beodoret, Quæſt. 4. in Exod. Jes 
| rom. in 1 Cap. Sopb. and particularly 
| by St. Cyril, YOU. "i 3793 380, Se. 


Concerning the Prophet Hoſea's taking a Wife af Whoredoms.. 


. Treneus, Lib. 4. C. 37. P. 336. Irenaus, I 44 C. P. 3 36, 

Non ſolum per viſiones, quæ vi- ſays, Chriſt was maniteſted to the 
debantur, & per ſermones, qui præ- Prophets, not only by Viſions and 
conabantur, ſed & in operationibus, | Mords, but by Actions likewiſe ; that 
viſus eſt (Chriſtus) Prophetis, ut | he might, by the Prophets, prefi- 
per eos prefiguraret, & predemon- | gure and foreſhew Things to come; 
 fraret futura; propter quod & Oſee for this Purpoſe it was, that the Pro- 
propheta accepit uxorem., foryicatio- j phet Hoſea. took a Wife of Whoredoms, 


nis, per operationem prophetans ; | to ſhew by that 4%, that the Earth | 


quoniam fornicabitur terra a. Domi- had committed great ' ſpiritual Whore» 


no, hoc eſt, qui ſuper terram ſunt | dom, in departing from the Lord; 


homines; & de hujuſmodi homini- and that out of this Earth. God would 
bus beneplacitum habebit Deus aſſu- | efpoufe to himſelf a Church, which 
mere Eccleſtam, ſanctificandam com- ſhould be truly ſanctiſied by Commu- 
municatione fili, ſicut & {la ſancti- nion with his Son, as that Wife of 
ficata eſt communicatione prophetz. ; Mboredoms was to be typically, by 


& propter hoc, Paulus, Sanftifica- | Communication with the Prophet, as 


by an, alt, infidetem mulierem in | St. Paul ſays, * The unbelicving 
<« yiro |, We 
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« viro fiel, | Cor. vii, 14. Id 


quod à prophetà hHpicè per bperati- 
onem factum eſt, oftendit apoſtolus 


vere factum ef n eta a a au 


« 


Cyril Alexandt, Val. I. P. 196. in 
| Gene. 
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« Wife is ſancxified by the believing 
e Huſband,” 1 Cor. vii. 14.— That, 
which was doe Hpicalh by the Pto- 
phet, the Apoſtle ſtie ws, was really 
n by Chrift, in the Church. 


St. Cyril of Alexztdrin, vol. 1. P. 
196, * Geneſis, ſays; 

God "a thoſe Things, by his holy 
Prophets, from time to time, that 
in them, as in a lively Picture, Meh 
| might have a View of Things to comt, 
delineated; as it were, before their 
Eyes; and might turn them to their 
own ſpiritual Advantage. So that 
the Propbet's cobabiting with a Wife 
of Whoredoms was a Type or Figure 


of God's uniting or aſſeciating himſelf, 


after a wonderful Manner, with that 


deteſtable Harlot, the Fewiſh Church; 


Concerning the MakkIAEE of Cana in Galilee. 


St. Auſtin, in his Book De Spirith 
proves that not only 


et Literd, Vol. X. p. 86. throughout, 


the Parables and Figures, but likewiſe the Hiſto- 


ries, both of the Oli and New Teſtament are to be ſpiritually interpreted , 
and ſays particularly upon this Marriage, (in Loc. Johan: ) that even the 


incidental Occurrences, or hiſtbrica 
vidential ener Deſigrarion. 


Aliquid enim et in i 7 farts in. 
nuit Nobis, puto, quia Ken Ee 
Causa venit ad Nuptias ; 
excepto Miraculo, baia, Yo 15% 
facto, Mſterii et Sacramenti latet. 
e in Loc. Johan. 


> 


Contingences of it, had their pro- 


« Thire is Werithih, FO he, 
(in Loc. Johan.) © intimated to us, 
by the very Circumſtances, that at- 
„ tended this Marriage; for CH 


% did not go to it, without a ſpecial 


« Reaſon ; beſides the outward Mi- 
ce rack, there was ſome latent My- 
ho ftery in the Fact itſelf,” And 
1 again ſays he, n 


Nibil 


663) 


quid fbi ella! | 


Nibil dicemu ri 
Hydriz, quid 


qua in Vinum con- 
verſa, 


ſterio, quid F Id. ibid. 


ad Nuptias, ut oſtenderetur Sacra- 
mentum Nuptiarum ;—illarum Nup- 
tiarum Sponſus Perſongm Domini fi- 
gurabat, cui dictum eſt; Servaſti 
bonum Vinum, «/que adbuc ; bo- 
num Vinum— id eſt, Evangelium 
fervaſti 92 adbuc. ldem ibid. 


Operante Chriſto i in and Galilez, 
Vinum defecit, et Vinum fit; id 


eſt, Umbra removetur, et Fe 
reſcnatur; recedit Lex, et Gratia | 
5 3 carnalia ſpirunalibus com- 
Wtantur ; bonum quidem Vinum eſt 


Vetus Te eftamentum ; ſed ſine Spirituali 
Iutellefu yanelcit in Litera. - 


Idem i in Sermon. 9 Append. 


Theophilus in Loc. Tohan. 
Per Nuptias, Canjunctionem Chriſti 
et Ecclefiz, hoc eſt Veteris et Novi 


Teſtamenti Traditionem debemus ac- 


cipere ; ; e eſt Chriſtus, &c. 


quid Architriclinius, quid | 
Sponſus, quid Mater Jeſu, in My- 


ö 


for ſpiritual; the 


—— 
2 


„ ſtood, 


« of Chriſt and his Church, that is, 
of the Old and New Teſtament. 3 


(e 


( 


„ We will ſay nothing now of 
what is meant by the Six Water- 
„ pots; and the Water turned in- 
„ to Wine; and the Governor of 
e the Feaſt; and who are the Bride- 


| *© groom and the Bride; and who is 
| © the Mather of Jeſus, i in a Myſtery; 


and what is to be underſtood by 


$44 | © the Marriage.“ 
Per hoc invitatus Dominus venit | 


And in another Place, he ſays, — 
Chriſt being invited, went to this 


Marriage, that he might unfold the 
2 Myſtery of Marriage; the Bride- 


«© groom repreſented our Lord him- 


„ ſelf; to whom it was faid, thou 


9 haſt kept the good Wine, until 


| *© now, that is, the good Wine of 
| the Goſpel-Diſpenſation.” 


And in his goth Sermon (Append. ö 
he ſays, When Chriſt was at the 
2 Marriage of Cana in Galilee, Wine 
was wanting, and Wine was 
made; that is, the Shadow was 
remov'd, and the Reality took 
Place the Law was withdrawn, 
and the Goſpel came in its Room; 
carnal Ordinances were changed 
good Wine was 
* the Old Teſtament-Diſpenſation; 
but unleſs it be ſpiritually under- 


the Letter of it comes to 
© nothing.” 


cc 


St. Theophilus of Antioch, a very 
antient Greek Commentator, ſays, 
(in loc. Joban.) “ That by this Mar- 
„ riage was meant the Conjunct ion 


% and that Chriſt himſelf Was meant 


S aw 


e by the Br idegroom, Se. 
8 


N. B. 
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N. B. That mad Infidel before mentioned, (for I ean ſtill call him no leſs) 
|| hath quoted every one of the above cited Authorities, and more too, in 
ſupport of the ſpiritual Meaning of this Marriage, and ſays, (p. 49. of 
his 4th Diſcourſe) * That other Fathers, ſuch as St. Cyril, bt. T. beophylan, 
<« and St. Jerom, are of the ſame Mind, about the myſtical Interpretation 
of it, as might be proved by Paſſages out of them, if I had room 
de here to cite them: But I muſt obſerve here, that according to the 
Fathers, the Story of this Marriage is but another Emblem of the Marriage 
of the Lamb with the Bride of the New Feruſalem, ſpoken of, in the 
<« Revelations.” 

After quoting and iying all this, muſt he not have been, in ſome de- 
gree, actually poſſeſs*d, when he threw out ſuch infernal Blaſphemy againſt 
this Miracle, and the adorable Avrhos N. it, be Who! is over all, God, bleſſed 
for cver, Kom. ix. 5. 1 


Cyprian, p. 108. St. n p. 1108, ſays, “that 

Quia apud Judeos defecerat Gra- „ becauſe there had been a Deficiency 
tia Spiritualis, defecit et Vinum: | © of Saving Grace, among the Jews, 
Vinea enim Domini Sabaoth Domus] there was. a Deficiency of Vine 
erat Iſrael; Chriſtus autem docens | ** likewife (at this Wedding) for the 
et oftendens Gentium Populum ſuc- ] Vineyard of the Lord of Hoſts 
cedere, et in locum, quem Judzi | ©* was the Houſe of Ifrael: But 
perdiderant, Nos poſt modum me-“ Chrift, in order to ſhew that the 
rito fidei perventre, de Aqua Vi-“ Gentiles and We, by Faith, were 
num fecit, id eſt, quod ad Nuptias | ©* to take Place of the Jews, turn'd 
Chriſti et Eccleſiz, Judeis ceffanti- | << Water into Wine, intimating, that, 
bus, Plebs magis Gentium conflue- | *© the Fewiſh  Diſpenſation ceafing, 
ret et conveniret, oſtendf. I © #hey ſhould flock in, to the Mar- 

I © riage of Chriſt and the Church. 


2 


1 af 4; I St. Cyril, in his Comment upon 
| // / V. 4.-p. :130;7. 
| latter he had related the hiſtorical 
A Gil Comment. in "ORE Ew Paſſages of this Marriage in Cana, 
= „ goes on, and ſays, 
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c after the manner of a Bridegroom, 
& dwell with, or tabernacle in, the 
«© human Nature; and perſuade it to 
ebe impregnated with the ſpiritual 
„Seeds of Miſdom and Life: The 


„ human Nature is therefore aptly 


e calld the Bride; and the Saviour, 
in Condeſcenſion to our Con- 
s ceptions, is ſty bd in Holy Scrip- 
e ture, the Bridegroom.” Al- 
ter ſaying this, St. Cyril begins his 
Uxplanation of the particular Cir- 
cumſtances of this Marriage, with 
an Attempt to ſhew the Reaſon, 


| why the Holy Spirit thought proper 


to notily to us, that the Marriage 


| happen'd on the hid Day of Chriſt's 


coming into Galilee, above all o- 
ther Days: but for want of tracing 
the Hpical Application of the third 


Day, in the Old Teſtament, he mil- 


applies it, in the New, and ſays, it 
denoted here the. latter Times ;. then 
he goes on, and ſays, The Evan- 
« oeh{t moreover ſpecifies the very 
& Place of this Marriage, and ſays, 
& jt was in we a Town of Galilee. 
„ Here again, ſays he, let the in- 


<< teliigent Reader obſerve, that the 


6c Marriage was not celebrated in 


Jeruſalem, but without Judea, to the End that it might be in the Coun- 
try of the Gentiles ; for Galilee was of the Gentiles, as tlie Prophet lays* ; 
and hereby was manifeſtly intimated that the Jewiſh Church would reject 
Chriſt, the Bridegroom from Heaven; but that the Gentile Church world 
very readily. receive him; for Chriſt did not go to this Marriage of His 
own accord, an unbidden Gueſt ; but was invited by many Believers: 
Moreover, there was a Deficiency of Wine to the Gueſts : ; Which intimated 


that the Law made nothing perfect, Heb. vii. 19. the I/ritings of Moſes did 
<<. not ſuffice to create perfect ſpiritual Joy; but Chriſt hath ſhewn us a Wine, 
„that is much better than the firſt, (under the Law) © for the Letter 


* Matth. iv. 12. © Jeſus departed into Galilee,” N. B. that it might be fulfilled, which 
vas ſpoken by Eſalas, the Prophet, ſaying, in © Galilee of the Gentiles, the People, which 
ſat in Darkneſs ſaw a great Light, and to them that {at in the Region and Shadow of 


{ 


« Death, Light is ſprung up.” 


„ killeth, 


* 
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% killeth, but the Spirit giveth Life,“ 2 Cor. iii. 6. The good Things 
< of: the Law have no Perfection, in themſelves, but the Goſpel Diſpenſa- 
tion is the Completion of the Bleſſings promiſed therein.” 
Theophyla#t interprets much in the ſame Manner in his Comment. in Johan, 
P. 585, 587. 
by « Every Man in the Beginning, doth ſet forth Fate Wine,” Je li. 10. 


1- have now finiſhed the few Quotations out of the 
many, that I gt produce, in ſupport of the preceding 
Conſtructions of Scripture ; but I preſume, by this time, 
have my Reader's Leave to be tir'd of tranſcribing and 
tranſlating Authorities; as be himſelf may poſſibly be 
ſo of reading them, if he hath taken that Trouble; 
and therefore I will not give him, or myſelf, any further, 
of that Sort; but I will juſt obſerve, That hat 
hath been before advanced, be admitted as the Doctrine 
of the Scripture, and to . been the Doctrine of the 
Church of Chrif, throughout all its primitive Purity, then 
I humbly apprehend that the Church of England, which 
is ſounded and built upon the Scriptures, as long as it 
remains a Chriſtian Church, is more concern'd in the 
foregoing Subject, than, I am WE 18 generally imagin'd 
or ſuppoſed, now-a-days; Wa this I am confident 
of, that what I have aid! and quoted upon this Sub- 
ject, is the Doctrine of T 4 preſent eſtabliſhed 5 ; 
but let her ſpeak for herſelf, in her own Words, 1 
one of her officiating Collects in her . 
Form; which, by the bye, breathes ſuch a Spirit of 
true Ae ſeriprural Picty, that, I am afraid, will not 
be eaſily excelled, or even equalled, by any mew 0 0 M 
Liturgy, that may poſſibly hereafter be cand dly p 
poſed to take place of the Old ſyled One of the „ 

Her Doctrine and Prayer is this; | 


1 | 0 


. 


* O God, who by thy mighty Power haſt made all Things of Nothing, 
«: who alſo (after other Things ſet in order) didſt appoint that out of Man 
« (created after thine own Image and Similitude) Woman ſhould take her 
6 Beginning; and knitting them together, didſt teach that it ſhould never 
« be lawful to put aſunder Thoſe, whom thou, by Matrimony, haaſt made One. 
0 God, who halt conſecrated the State of Matrimony, to ſuch an excellent 
0 Myſtery, that in it is ſignified and repreſented the piritual Marriage and 
Unity betwixt Chriſt and his Church; look mercifully upon theſe thy 
< Servants ; that both this Man may love his Wife, according to thy Word, 
6 (as Chriſt «a love his Spouſe, the Church, who gave himſelf for it, lov- 
7 ing and cheriſhing it, even as his own Fleſb ) and alſo that this Woman may 
{© be loving and amiable, faithſul and obedient to her Huſband, and in all 
c Quietneſs, Sobriety, and Peace, be a Follower of holy and godly Ma- 
e trons; O Lord, bleſs them both, and grant them to inherit thy everlaſt- 
og Kingdom, through Tus Chriſt our Lord.” Amen. 


The ole NCLUS I O N. 


It appears then both Gans Scripture, and from the 
concurrent Teſtimony of our own Church, to this Day, 
that God inſtituted and conſecrated the State of Matri- 

mony, to fignify to Us the ſpiritual Marriage and Unity, 
betwixt Chriſt and his Church; that he therefore ordain- 
ed and pronounced the Conjugal Union between Man and 1 
IVife to be indiſſoluble, in his Sight, except only in the 9 
Caſe of Fornication, to deſeribe to us the perpetual in- wi 
/e par able Eſpouſal of Chriſt and the Church, except like- 5 
wile in her correſpondent Caſe of Unfairnfulne to him, 
which is Apoftacy, or Infidelity. 
It appears likewiſe from the Teflimonies of the earlieſt ; 
and pureſt Writers of the Chriftian Church, above 
cited, that in order to prefigure and repreſent to us | +. 
the [piritual Myſtery of Chriſt's marrying his Church, _ 


the ſeveral Mar riag es of the Patriarchs and others were 
regiltered 
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(668) 
regiſtered and recorded by the inſpired Penmen of the 
Old Teſtament; and this appears further from what St. 
Paul ſays of the Tranſactions in in general, therein recorded, 
Nom. xv. 4. vis. that I What oever things Were written 
% aforetime, namely, in the Old Teſtament, were writ- 
ce ten for our Learning,” if ſo, then we muſt interpret 
thoſe Things and Tranſafions ſpiritually, in order to 
learn any thing from them to our ſpiritual Edification, 
or indeed to make them of any ſort of Concern at all 
to us; for otherwiſe we ſhall turn our Bible into a mere 
Herodotus, a Thucydides, or Livy ; and then it will ap- 
pear to us, as a mere natural, or rather unnatural, Hi- 
ſtory of Men and Things; a Collection only of un- 
common detach'd Pieces As Fragments of Antiquity, 
calculated ſolely for the Amuſement and Entertainment 
of the Curious. This indeed was the Bible of the late 
Lord Bolingbroke, but I truſt, it is not ors ; nor ever will 
be ours; we, Chriſtians, know that Chriſt was the End of 
the Law er Prophets ; under which General Title is 
comprized the whole of the Old Teſtament; and therefore 
the whole of it muſt be interpreted ſpiritually ; for, I. 
« is the Spirit that giveth. Life; But if we interpret 
it /iterally, only, the infallible Spirit of God, that inſpired 
= aſſures us, by St. Paul, (2 Cor. iii. 6.) that the Ler- 
ter killeth. D B. Did not the Lerter kill Chriſt, 
when the Jews, by reſting in it, crucified him? And 
ſhall it not 4i// us too, if we 40 not, or will not, ſee 
Chrift crucified in it? This is the Shirit that giveth Life, 
that Da through, and animates the whole Body of 
the Scriptures, and makes them © zhe Words of jean 
« Life to us,” John vi. 68. And without — te 
——— _ w ole 


© ( 69) ; 
whole Bible would be but a dead Letter, an Image of 
what we ſhould be, without it too. 

If the Jews then, by interpreting the Old Teſtament 
literally, hag the Lord of Glory, (x Cor. ii. 8,) 
will not the fame /iteral and lifeleſs Interpretation 
of it bring on the ſame Principles of Infidelity, that 
crucified him? Nay, Has it not already? For do we 
not even now © crucify him afreſh, and put him again! 
to open Shame? Zeb, vi. 6. Denying the Lord, 


« that bought us, and thereby bringing upon ourſelves | 


 wift Deftrudtion,” 2 Per. ii. 33. 
May God of his infinite Mercy therefore apen our 


Eyes, that we may ſee our Ruin, before we fall into it! 


that ſeeing it, we may, by his preventing and reſtraining 


Grace, eſcape falling into it ; if peradventure we have 
not yet ov7-ſinned the Day of Grace; © if peradven- 


© ture God will yet give us Repentance to the acknow-. 


ledging of the Truth,“ 2 Tim. ii. 25. 


But as the fit Szep to Repentance, to a national Re- 
pentance and Reformation, it behoves us well to re- 


member, and lay home to Heart too, that HE WORD 
or Gop is the MAGNA CHARTA of HEAVEN, by 
which, and which alone, we are to claim and Hold 
all our eternal Rights and Privileges, in the future 
State of things; and that therefore if ever we evacuate 
it, or render any Part of it neffefive, by any means 
whatever, directly or indirectly, and ſet up in its ſtead, 
that blind Idol, the Law of Nature, (of unentightened, 


70 fallen Mature, which hath neither Eyes to ſee, nor 


Ears to hear, we are guilty of the groſſeſt Idolatry and 
Apoſtacy; we have renounced the Faith; we are fallen 
a | from 
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| ( 70 1 1 
from Grace, (Gal. v. 4.) and if ever we cancel tlie 


Wonp or Gop, or even a ſingle For (ira) or Tittle of it 


(Marth. v. 18.) we thereby roxyzIT our CHARTER, anc 


4. ritten in n this Book, L Kev. xxii. 19. 


with it of courſe, all our Spiritual Immunities, Liberties 
and Properties, which the King of Heaven hath moſi 


graciouſly granted us therein, both here and hereafter; for 
« If any Man ſhall take away from the Words of 


fh Book,” (and will not rendering them of none Effect 


to all Intents and Purpoſes, be taking” them away ? ) © Goc 
e ſhall take away his Part out of the Bool 57 Life, and 
te out of the Holy City, and from the. things wht ich are 


